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OF THE 


HOUSE of LORDS, 

'In the FIFTH SESSION of the 
Seventeenth Parliament of Great Britain* 

Appointed to be liolden at Westminster, 

On Thursday, the 25th of November, 1790. 


Tuejday , 30 th December , 1794* 

This being the day appointed for opening the feffion, at three 
o’clock His Majcfty came down to the Houfe, and being feated on 
the throne, a meflage was fent, commanding the attendance of the 
Commons ; the Speaker and fcveral Members attended at the bar, 
when His Majcfty was plcafcd to make a moft gracious fpcech from 
the Throne, f For a copy of which, fee the Proceedings of the 
Houfe of Commons.] 

The LORD CHANCELLOR read the Speech from the wool- 
fack, which was read again by the clerk, in the ufual form. 

Earl CAMDEN rofe to move the Addrefs to the Speech which 
had been now read. As he had not, his Lordfhip obferved, offered 
himfclf to the Houfe on lefs important pccafions, and at a period of 
lefs moment, he trufted that he would not be accufed of preemp¬ 
tion, in riling at a time, which he confidered of great difficulty, 
and replete with no common degree of danger. If he had not all 
die ability necelfary to imprcfs, with due force, what he had Co offer, 
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. yet there was no man more anxious to fee the add refs, which he was 
induced to move, carried with alacrity and unanimity. He was, he 
faid, however, relieved from a great pari of the folicitude which he 
would otherwife feel, as he was con fc ions of the necefilty and pro- 
. prioty of profccuting the war, and he was well convinced that there 
was at lead one part of thefpcceh that would give hcarl-fclt fatis- 
faclion to every noble Lord in the I foufc, and tl;at war. the intima¬ 
tion of the marriage of His Royal Ilighncfs the I\incc of Wales t<j 
the Princjfs Caioline of Urunfwick, in his Majcfty's fpecch. How¬ 
ever much their Lordlhips might differ in political fuhjccls, 4 he was 
confident that they would he unanimous in exprefling tohjffc Majdly 
’ their fincerc congratulations on that aufpicious event, and that they 
would cheerfully concur in the meafures which wore recommended. 

His Lordlhip alfo faid, that the treaty with America would cer¬ 
tainly meet with the unanimous approbation oA their Lordfiiips, 

’ when it was fubmitted to their confideration. fee adverted again 
to the lituation of public affairs, and declared that there was no 
Confideration which had irhprdfcd itfelf more ftrongly on his mind 
than the propriety of following up, with vigour and i’pirit, the pro- 
fccution of the war, a$ it mull ap|x:ar to every man who had the 
honour and dignity of his country at heart, that there was no other 
line which could be purfued in the prefent moment. It was the 
more ncccflary to follow up this meafure on our part, as France, 
during the war again!! us, had indulged in menaces and threats at 
various periods, and it would therefore be timidity on our parr, to 
olfer to ncgociatc a peace with that country, more particularly as, # 
ill addition to this, (lie had been extremely lluvd'vtul dining the la ft 
Campaign, and confidcrably extended her conqueiL. Is it proper, 
faid his Lordfliip, in the moment when tlie enemy's arms have been 
fucccfsful, that we ought to alk for peace r Would they not 
Imagine, could we humble ourlclvcs to that abject condition, that 
bur rcfourccs arc inadequate to the further pmficution of the war, 
and that ncccflity alone has obliged us to fuc for prico ? In fueh 
a lituation, were we likely to obtain peace without rclinquilhing all 
thole advantages we had acquired ? But yet, his Ivordlhip ob- 
ferved tlmtthefe temporary fucceffes ftiould not intimidate us from 
purfuing the war with additional fpirir, particularly as it muft be 
remembered by their Lordlhips that Ihc had extended her line of 
jtionqueft at a former period in almuft an equal degree, but was 
afterwards driven back by the allies from their territories. The 
exertion on the part of the enemy, he was perfectly convinced, could 
'tot, ’ for phyftcal reafons, laft: and much of;-the misfortunes of 
: 'thejaft campaign muft be attributed to die temporary fccclfion of 
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one of our allies, and the want of energy in others. Their Lord- 
(hips had heard His Majcfty’s rood gracious fpcecli redd; and tile 
addrefs which he would have the honour of prefenting Would, con¬ 
formable to the fentitnents contained in that fpccch, pledge the 
houfe to the farther prnfccution of the war. He therefore trufted, 
that no objection would arife to his motion, if he were able to prove 
that a negotiation could not be entered into for peace, that could 
be concluded on a permanent bafts ; and as there was no probability 
in the prefent diftraefied ftate of France that peace could be rendered 
lulling, their Lordftiips mull forefee that this country could nevef 
-vrflture\p dif.irm. His Lordftiip infilled that this kingdom was 
never mole fit to contell with France than at the prefent moment. 
His reafon\or advancing this propofition was, that there was little 
probability on prance liliming to terms of peace at the hour of tern-, 
porary fuccefs, aild elated as the French muft be at their fitu.itlori, 
they would haikct to no terms in which we did not agree to re- 
linquifh our conqfiefts. How, he afticd, could England fubmit to 
the humiliation of making fucli nfaerifice ? IIow could (he hope 
for permanent peace from a Govern; lent where faction fuccccds 
faction, and where no alteration takes place that tends to a better 
order of things ? WKo, then, could advife us to ncgociate a peace 
with a Government of this fort, when, if it was obtained, the moll 
fapguinc mind could not advife us to difarm ? There were other 
reafons, his laird (hip laid, why he thought Fiance was never lefs 
able to carry on the war than at prefent. Thofc who had attended 
to the affairs of France muft know, that every law which they have 
been obliged to cna£t to carry on the war, had been repealed. The 
law of the maximum, and that for obliging the circulation of nfilg- 
nats, they arc no longer able to enforce ; provilions are at an enor¬ 
mous price, and afiignats have found their level.—Tilde manu¬ 
factures of the revolution are at a difeount fcarccly to he ftipjofed, 
not lefs than 7 5 per cent. But to make it clear to their Lordftiips, 
he remarked that the article for which 24 louis d’or would be given, 
would not now be fold under 96 in afiignats. The cxpcnco 
of carrying on the war, his Lordftiip ftated, was fo enormous that 
the confifcations amounted, for the cxpenecs of the laft yeaf, to 
130 millions. The Houfe muft therefore conceive fhe„cxpcncc of 
the next campaign, as provifions in Paris are cnormoufly dear. 
There was one'Other confolation for this country ; their councils, 
inftead of being compofed of a committee of public fafety, who 
poficfied every engine ncccffary to carry on the war with vigour, 
now confifted of a council who were changing every month. Thus 
this engine, fo fervieeable to Robcrfpierre and his party, was d& 
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ftroycd, and their councils without confidence or energy, diftradted 
by jealoufy, and weakened by party. The fituation of England, 
his Lordfhip was happy to fay, was quite the revcrfe. Our force 
was never more confiderable than at this moment. The rife from 
the peace eftablifhment to the war cftablifhment was furprifing, in 
confequence of the joint efForts of Great Britain and Ireland; and 
we had now a force fufficiently refpe&ablc to oppofe, with vigour, 
the enemy. He lamented the fccdlion of the States General from 
®ur alliance; but we fhould derive this advantage from the circum- 
ftance, that it would reftore to this country a very confiderable body 
rtf men, that might be more advantageoufly employed in othrftder 
vices.' In fhort, he faid that the Dutch offered little rry&re than 
an inaufpicious aid to the common caufe,. and therefore tKcjr cecef- 
fion was not to be confidered as a misfortune of any stfeat magni¬ 
tude. The rcfourccs of this country, his Lordfhipdaid, were never 
in a more profperous fituation than at prefent. Tlie revenues were 
never more flourifhing, the amount of them this Jfear is not much 
lefs than the laft; and our resources, he would again repeat, were 
very great* indeed. The ftatc of our credit was equally enviable, 
and this might be eftimated by the immenfc loan provided by the 
gentlemen in the city. Was this therefore, he afkcd, a time when 
we fhould facrifice all we have gained ? Should we not wait, be¬ 
fore we venture topropofe a negociation for peace, until there was 
fbmewhat more harmony in France, until flic abandon her menaces, 
and the continuance of tranquillity become lefs uncertain. His 
lordfhip conjured the public to refled that, as the objed of France 
was to attadk our Conftitution, that we fhould defend that Confti- 
tution which was the greateft enemy to their fyftcm, and the greatefl 
obftacle to their plans and machinations. Englifhmen, he'ob- 
ferved, fhould confider that they were free, and not trufl their li¬ 
berties in the hands of their enemy. The voice of the people was 
againftthem; and when their voice was delivered with calmnefs 
through the proper channel, it was always heard. His Lordfhip 
concluded by faying, that he would no longer trefpafs on the patience 
*of their Lordfhips, but for the reafons he had already mentioned, 
and many others which might be urged, he hoped their Lordfhips 
would concur unanimoufly in the addrefs which he had the honour 
topmpofe.- He then moved the addrefs, which was the fame in 
fuhjtitance as that moved in the Houfe of Commons. 

; rThc Earl BESBOROUGH began with declaring that he fhould 
detain their Lordfhips but a fhort time, as he entirely concurred 
with what had been faid by the noble Earl near him, who had fo. 
^ly made the motion, and had made it unneceflary for him to 
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fay much more on the.fubje&. Lord Befborough faid he muft en* 
treat their Lordlhips to receive with indulgence what he was about 
'to fay, as he was little ufed to fpeak in public, and always muft do* 
it with difficulty to himfclf—that he muft addrefs an affembly like 
the prefent with great awe and embarraflment, an affembly compofed 
of what was moft refpcdlable in church and ftate, met together to 
difeharge the moft important duty that could be impofed on them. 
Called upon by their Sovereign at this time of public emergency, 
when their country was in danger, to give him their advice and 
affiftance how to adl.—With rcfpcdl to the firft paragraph of this . 
r zdj&^lsT there could not be a diffentient voice; every man muft 
unite hcarnta in congratulating his Majcfty on the approaching 
marriage of His Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales, and in allur¬ 
ing His Majcfc r that they would cheerfully concur in making fuch 
provilion as might’ Support the dignity and fplendor of the heir ap¬ 
parent of thefe rcafms. As to the advice that we fhould give our 
Sovereign, it appelrd fo clear that what had been propofed by the 
noble Earl was the true intcreft of the country, that it could re¬ 
quire few arguments to induce their Lordlhips to agree to it; for we 
had no choice how to a& but by vigorous exertions, to make our 
enemies fee that wc were able to defend ourfelves, and that it was 
for their intereft to be at peace with' us. To make a declaration 
that we wifhed for peace, could not tend to attain it, unlcfs their 
Lordlhips were prepared to fay they would take up with any peace 
which our refources did not compell us to do ; and he trailed this 
country would never be reduced to depend on the mercy of tile 
French Convention.—With rcfpedl to the juftice and neceffity of 
the war, Lord Befborough agreed with what had been laid by the 
noble mover, and did not think himfclf at liberty to detain their, 
Lordlhips on a fubjedt which had been fo often and fo ably difculfed 
by them. It was a war forced upon us by the democratic defpots 
of Paris, who, to preferve their own power, plunged their country; 
in all the calamities of war; who, having dcllroyed all focial order, 
and every tiling chat is valuable in fociety, and which makes life 
happy and comfortable, determined to carry their ruinous principles 
into all other Nations, and reduce their Conftitutions to a level with 
their own.—He could have wifhed that fome perfon of greater abi¬ 
lities had bcenchofen to fecond this addrefs, but he would not decline 
it, as he was afraid of appearing indifferent at this moft critical 
moment, as he had been unable to attend his duty in Parliament 
for above three years, and had ncver'given a vote on the prefent war. 
Our refources gave Lord Befborough great fatisfadiion, as they 
enabled us to continue the conteft.-—Wh# a contrail was 4here. 
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between our credit and that of France ! Our notes flew over all the 
world, whilft on their notes they were obliged to 1'tanip a value, un¬ 
der pain of death. 

Ix>rd Bclborough declared that we muft pcrfevcrc in this juft and 
necelTary war ; that he did not confidcr it as a war, the ohjeft of 
which was to interfere with the internal government of France, 
though it would be a mod definable event that that lhould be altered, 
and that they fliould reftore their lawful Sovereign to the throne of 
his anceftors; but that was not the caufc of the people of this conn- 
,try: the great primary object that we arc contending for^and 
which interefts every man in this country, is, to obtain fo^urfclfo^ 
permanent fecurity, by a fafe and honourable peace. J 

Lord Bclborough faid, that he was happy that a treaty with Ame¬ 
rica was concluded, that might renove all caufeuw jcaloufvand 
cmimoiity between the tw r o countries ; and concluded by obferving, 
that as there were fo many perfons more worthwof being heard in 
that Houfc, he fliould take up no more of their Lordfliips’ time. 

The Earl of GUILFORD faid, that he tilt hi.i.fclf called 
upon to rife immediately on hearing the Speech of His Mnjelly, and 
the Addrefs which had been moved and fccondcd by the noble Lords 
whp preceded him ; it was a duty he owed his country, and he 
could not delay exprefling his furprife at the unwarrantable ef¬ 
frontery of Minifters, in meeting Parliament in the manner which 
they had done upon the fubjccl of the war. He had often delivered 
his opinion in that Houfe ; but he could have wilhed, on the bu- 
finefs of that day, that the Speech had been fo worded, as to have 
met the general opinion of the Houfc and the country, that th< Ad¬ 
drefs might have gone with an unanimous vote to the Throne ; hut 
furry was he to obferve that the language of both was fueh as he 
mull term very ill calculated to produce unanimity there or. any 
where clfe. Indeed it was, in his opinion, w liar all their Lord- 
jfhips muft refufe their aflent to; thofc who, like hitnfclf, had al¬ 
ways been againft the principle, as w T ell as the conduct, of the war, 
hever could agrtc to tile Addrefs ; he did not think there w ere pre- 
fent any fet of men who had the real good of their country at heart, 
who could agree to it; and certain he was that the great mafs of the 
pedple without doors muft he very much furprifed if they did, up¬ 
on all accounts, but efpccially on the ground of the impracticability 
of obftinatcly perfevering in fo mifcrable and ruinous a eonteft; the 
country muft fee and feel the impropriety and w-antonnefs of Mini¬ 
fters in carrying it on, merely to ferve their own interested pur- 
pofes, without any polfible advantage even being held out to the 
^coumry 'to induce them to countenance longer-fuch a fyfleitv of ig- 
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norance, my fiery, and confufion. He knew of no pofliblc motive 
that any lioncft man of common fenfc could have for agreeing to tlie 
propofed Add refs, except upon that deftrudlive idea of blind con¬ 
fidence in Miniliers, and in the fame Miniliers who have brought us 
into the diilraclcd and mifcrable fituation in which we are now in¬ 
volved. From thofe who had hitherto placed in thofe Miniliers 
that blind and implicit confidence to which he alluded, he would 
alk only this, What was their prefent claim to a continuance of it ?, 
Nothing, as far as ho knew, but a total and complete failure in all 
*bit/frllcfadions, foreign or domcltie, military or diplomatic ; this 
was their fdc pretention to confidence, and he truflcd their conduct 
h id fulficieiiMy evinced to what extent it ought to be given them in 
future. In th.° whole of the Addrcfs, except the part which he 
would come to fofr.*\, there was not a paragraph or a fentcnce that 
did not loudly call ^ for oppofition from that Houfe, except it was 
their wilh to give tnemfelves entirely up to the mifguidance and ig¬ 
norance of thofe Miniliers, who had brought us into our prefent dif- 
allrous fituation. As to thofe parts of the Addrcfs that were con¬ 
gratulatory, he was among!! the firll to give his moll hearty concur¬ 
rence in them, as he always would to any thing that could in the 
fmallelt degree contribute to the fati s> faction and happinefs of .the il- 
luftrious family upon the Throne. But the communication on His 
Majcfty's fpceeh rcfpcdling the marriage of the Prince of Wales, he 
confidcrcd to be a fubject that mull produce the molt heartfelt j6y 
and gratulation to all their Lordlhips, and to every Britilh fubjcdl 
who was fallible, as they all were, of the many and great fubftan- 
tial bleffings which this country has enjoyed under the mild and 
cijual government of the illullrious Houfe of Hanover. The fuc- 
cellion of that illuftrious Houfe had been introduced to the exclufion 
of the heirs of James the Second, for the purpofc oflecuring to the 
people of Great Britain thofe rights which they mull ever hold to 
be their dearcil and bell intcrefts, and which they can only expedt 
to be continued from the happy cxiltenec of tliat family, upon the 
Throne, anti their pcrfcverancc in the fame principles which placed 
them in that exalted fituation ; any cireumltance then that led to 
extend or fecure that fueeefiion, mull be highly gratifying to Englilh- 
nun. On the prefent oceafion he would only fay, that if any 
thing eould be wanting to make their happinefs more complete, it 
would be amply made up by the amiable virtues, the talents, and 
the public and private character of the illullrious Prince, whofe fu¬ 
ture happinefs was fo much connected with this fortunate alliance. 
He then reverted to the arguments of the two noble Lords who had, 
moved and fccomted the Addrcfs, with neither of whom he could., 
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agree; for he thought, before any noble Lord could aflcnt to the lan¬ 
guage of the Speech and the Addrefs, they muft be fatisfied on three 
diftinift points, and thefc contained proportions which nothing that 
hadyet been faid had the leaft tendency to prove; firft, the wifdom of 
originally entering into the war; fecondly, the neceflity of perfeveririg 
ind carrying it on, under all the difficulties we had experienced j 
■ and laftly, the prudence and policy of trufting the conduct of it to 
, thofe who had, by the uniform difafter and danger that followed 
their counfels, brought us to the calamitous fituation in which we 
were now placed. Thefc points had been fo frequently dflcunttf hi 
that Houfc before, that it was not his intention to raefs them to¬ 
day, more particularly as there would be other opportunities ; but 
he had no hefitation in faying, that his opinionsj^rained the fame 
as they had been when thofe queftions were difipfied laftycar. He 
denied, and he believed all Europe agreed withpim, the wifdom of 
entering into the war, the neceflity of perfevering in it, and the 
prudence with which it had been conduced. He would put it to 
the Houfc to fay, whether we were now in as profperous a fituation 
as when we began the war ? Certainly we were not now in the 
fame circumftances in which we were placed % three years ago, when 
many of their Lordfliips, as well as himfelf, had heard, in another 
. place, the bleflings which the country at that time enjoyed, and had 
enjoyed, and had a profpeft of enjoying, under the aufpicious in¬ 
fluence of peace, flated in a fpecch, which, for eloquence and glow¬ 
ing language, had fcldom been equalled by any flatefinan at any 
period. He wifhed them only to reflect on that period, and the 
profpeCt it held out, and then compare it with the prefent fiate of 
this unhappy country:—Then every thing appeared favourable; 
now, all was diftrefs and difeomfiture; then the bleflings of peace 
were eonfpicuous in all parts of the country; new, the ravages of 
. war were equally notorious. Our manufactures flourished, our 
commerce increafcd, our expenditure was reduced, and peace and 
piofpcrity went hand in hand together; but where had this profpeCt 
vanifhed now! Would any man fay that there was the leaft chance 
of its being realized under the prefent management of His Majefty’s 
Minifters J The noble Earl who moved the Addrefs, feemed to lay 
much ftrefs upon what he ftated to be the fituation of France. With 
regard to refourccs, he thought it equally became that Houfe and 
the Public, to confider the relative fituation of this country now to 
what it was before, and to form their deCifion more from fads than 
prejudices. But allowing, for the moment, the neceflity of conti- 
, nuing the war, he would afk, were the people of the country <of 
the fame mind that they woe at the outfet of it, in the higheft 
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•expectation of fuccefs ancb profperity, and even, he believed, to a 
degree poffeffing a fort of mad propenfity for war, by whatever means 
it was created ? He contended that, notwithftanding the profperous 
Hate of. the country at that time, and the eafe with which it might 
have been perpetuated, the aihbitious and intcrcfted views of Mini- 
Iters had overcome every idea of moderation and patriotifm, and 
led diem merely to preferve their places, by a proud contempt of 
peace, and to barter the deareft interefts of the countiy for their 
own fclfilh purpofes. As he had faid before, the people were not 
•the fame, and the only thing that remained the fame, was the mif- 
con^iiolpf Miniftcrs; that lhameful fyftcm of ignorance, Imprudence 
and obftinacy which had been attached from the firft to the principle 
and profecuijon of the prefent ruinous and niiferable war. The no¬ 
ble Earl had- faid, that this period of difappointment and reverfe, 
was not the time aj fue for peace; what a pity it was that he did hot 
■give his advice to' his friends in office, when our fituafion wore a 
very different afpedl: and what confolation, he would afk, did the 
language of the Speech and Addrefs hold out to the country ? Shortly 
this: That after all we have loft in men and money, all wc have 
fuffered from the ravages attendant upon warfare, the profpeCl of 
peace, while the fyftcm of Miniftcrs is perfevered in, is ftill at as 
great a diftancc as ever. 

Having difeuffed this point, he came to take notice of the trea¬ 
ties, or gratuitous engagements as they might be called, which this 
countiy had entered into with other powers, and which he infilled, 
from their nature and effc£l, had proved not to be made fo much 
for the fake of getting allies to aifift us, as to pay others to allow us 
to become their friends In the conteft againft France. From the 
pernicious tendency of thole treaties, he trailed that Parliament 
-never would confider them as of fuch obligation as to prefent any 
obllacle to the attainment of peace, if it could be had. They had 
been framed to ferve the interefted and ambitious purpofes of Mini¬ 
ftcrs, and were, no doubt, advantageous to them, however detri¬ 
mental to the State; for -by thofc we were bound not to make peace 
-without the confent of all parties, and this tended to prolong the 
duration of a war, upon which it was clear that the exiftencc of the 
Minifters thcmfclvcs, in their .prefent fituations, entirely depended. 
It might be for the intereft of Auftria, that fuch treaties were en¬ 
tered into, but had wc no other intereft to Ux»k to ? lfow was Hol¬ 
land to be faved but by negotiating a peace ? And would it not be¬ 
come us to eonfult upon the bell polfible terms of concluding that 
peace for her which was fo intimately connected with our own fafety ? 
A noble Lord feemed to think that in this cafe there was danger, 
Vol.XLII. C 
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that we might be obliged to make too great facrificcs before we could 
accomplifh that objcft. In his mind, no facrifices that we had to 
make would be too great, particularly when it was notorious that 
but for our interference, Holland might have remained neutral and 
in the fame ftateof happinefs and profperity with Denmark, Swe¬ 
den, and the other .countries, who had adlcd with more w'ifdom 
than the Britifh Government. On the fubjeifl of Corfica, he faw 
nothing to congratulate the country; and trolled, that neither the 
giving up of that, nor any other territory that chofe to pm itfclf 
under the dominion of Great Britain, would be any impediment to 
the accomplifhmcnt of fo dcfirable and ncccdary an objedl as peace. 
He agreed that there might be feme objctSlions llated to:an imme¬ 
diate peace; but if the war was to be carried on, rflcy ought to 
carry it on like ftatcfmen, to prevent the ovcr-groylbg rower and 
ambition of a great and dangerous rival; and nosf'like Kt ifli chil¬ 
dren, quarreling about trifles, with which we mad no right or in- 
tereft to interfere at all. Much of what he could lay upon the 
conduct of the war he w’ould wave at this time; but certainly would 
infill on the impracticability of earth ing it on, if cither c< nquering 
France, or dilating a government to he r , was the o. Mi- 

nifters; and he was fare that no rcafonabic man, out of die Cabi¬ 
net, "would ditFcr from him in that opinion. Before cither of rhefe 
objects could be accomplished, one of two things innit happen, both 
of which were equally improbable—that we fiiould march to Paris, 
or that the people of France fiiould become fo difguftcJ with the 
Revolutionary Government that they would dellroy the Convention. 
But, on the whole, with regard to the date of Prance, we had no¬ 
thing to govern us but the vague afibrtions of Miniltcrs, who had 
proved throughout the whole of the war that they were completely 
ir.ifinfbrtr.ed, and pitifully ignorant of all that happened in that 
country. '1 he noble harl recapitulated the various enors and blun¬ 
ders which the Miniftcrs had fallen into during the war, at different 
•periods, either from ignorance or mi (information. Ifc replied to 
what Lord Carnfien faitl refpeefing the exhausted rcfourccs of France; 
and faid, it was but a poor ccnfolation to Englishmen, to tell them, 
that, though tlicir rcfourccs were nearly exhau!ted, the enemy was 
in a worfe iituation; and even this was only an alfcrtion, nor was 
there any thing to fupport the faft, but the exploded authority of 
Mini tiers, who loll no opportunity of expofing their own ignorance 
and imbecility, in all matters of Hate; and, when it was faid that 
the vidlories which France had obtained coft her fo much, might 
he not alk how much lefs our difaiici* had coft tb.is country? He 
contended, that all the difficulties of making peace were greatly in- 
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creafed by the continuance in office of thofe Minifters who had in¬ 
volved us in the war. The bad fuccefs of our military operations 
he followed up, from the dividing the army, after the capture of 
Valenciennes, to the end of. the prefent campaign. He dwelt par¬ 
ticularly on the evacuation of Toulon, the failure at Landrecies, the 
unfortunate refult of the expedition to the Weft Indies, particularly 
at Guadaloupc, notwithftanding the adtive and able conduit of the 
Commanders. He ftated the ufelefs detention of the troops at 
Southampton, and after paying the handfomeft panegyric to the con¬ 
duct and militaiy character of the Duke of York, attributed all the 
failures to the ignorance, the obftinacy, and the weaknefs of Mi- 
nifters. On reviewing our operations at fea, except the brilliant 
vidtory gained by Earl Howe, there was nothing but difafters and 
lofs, from want of proper protedlion to our commerce. I11 negoci- 
ation Minifters had been equally fooliih, and equally unfuccefsful; 
he ftated that the diplomatic abfurdity difplayed by Minifters in the 
Pruffian treaty, could only be equalled by Pruffian perfidy. The 
argument for the Pruffian fubfidy, (faid the noble Earl) was, that 
the King of Pruffia could not adt without our pecuniary afliftance. 
flow did he adt r He did not adt againft France, but he adted againft 
the brave, unoffending people of Poland. He fent his armies to 
deftroy a virtuous people, ftruggling, in union with their own King, 
for their own freedom. If, then, the King of Pruflia could not 
have adted at all, during the laft campaign, being exhaufted, we- 
who enabled him to adt, are anfwcrablc for all the atrocious tyranny 
which has been committed in Poland. 1 

Having gone over the condudt of Minifters in foreign affairs, he 
could not fit down without adverting to their condudt at home, 
where, by exaggerated alarms, they had made that and the other 
Houfe of Parliament vehicles for circulating ftorics of imaginary 
plots, and vifionary treafons, by which the country was placed in 
a fituation, where no individual was fafe in his perfon or property, 
tiiough there was neither proof nor probability that any fucli had cx* 
ifted. He then concluded by imploring the Houfe to give due con- 
iidcradon to the importance of their dccifion that night, and affined * 
them, that by taking the firft opportunity to bring about peace and 
tranquillity, they would be amply repaid by the many and important 
bleffings w’hich its effects would produce to all ranks and descrip¬ 
tions of fociety. His Lordfhip then moved, That after the third 
claufe in the Addrefs, the following amendment be adopted: 

“ To ftatc to His Majcfty the determination of this Houfe, to 
“ fupport His Majcfty in the mcafurc neceffary to maintain the 
“ honour and independence of the Crown, and to provide for the 

C % 
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“ defence and fafety of the nation; but at the fame time to advife 
** His Majefty to take the earlicft means of concluding a peace with 
“ the French nation, on fuch terms as it may be reafonable and 
“ prudent to infift on—That whenever fuch terms can be obtain- 
u ed, we trud that no obftacle to the acceptance of them will arife 
“ from any confideration refpedling the forms and nature of the Go- 
“ vemment which may prevail in France.” 

Lord MORETON expreflfed himfelf exceedingly hurt at the 
idea of this country Hooping to fue its enemies for peace. He 
fpumed at their Lordfhips acquiefcing in any propofal fo humiliating 
to the fpirit and pride of Englilhmen. His Lordfhip afferted tiiey 
were not to lie thus debafed, and that no meafure could be more 
degrading. It was not in his opinion yet come to fuch a crifis, a» 
to induce their Lordfhips in this manner to crouch to a people the 
mod unprincipled and the lead to be confided in upon- earth. He 
reminded their Lordfhips that all our efforts had not been unfucccfs- 
ful; that our refources were dill great and refpe&able; that the 
eaufe of the war continued to be dill what ever it was, both jud r 
neceffary, and in fomc degree indifpenfablc; that the country were 
dill willing, to profccutcthc enterprise in which they had originally 
engaged with fo much promptitude and alacrity, and that above all, 
we had fuch objects in view, as in the mind of every honed and 
thinking perfon in the community, were competent to fandtion all 

• their efforts in bringing this important condift to a dcfirable con- 
clufion. 

The Earl of KINNOUL faid he had yet heard nothing againft 
the Addrcfs, or the further profecution of the war, but affertions 
perfectly unfounded. The very fame reafons which influenced his 
Lordfhip to vote for a fimilar meafure lad year, recurred to his mind 
with redoubled force on this. Religion, the laws, and the effi¬ 
ciency and cxidcnce of well-regulated Government, and all the fo¬ 
lk! find fundamental principles and confidcrations connected with 

* them, were no more to be abandoned now, than they were then. 
The fupport of thefe objc&s, he truded, was full as much and 
earneftly at heart, by the great body of people in this country as 
ever, and no one had yet ventured to propofe with whom there 
was the lead poffibilky of treating on grounds either honourable or 
fecure. He therefore begged to fee the pra&icabitity of what the 
amendment dated fairly made out, and till it was, fhould be for 
continuing the war, as the only likely means of bringing the enemy 
to terms. His Lordfhip was perfuaded, the fourccs of war in 
France, mud be by this time nearly exhauded; it was inconceiv¬ 
able that thofe could long exid, or that any refources could be equal 
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to fuch an expenditure as muft be the confcquencc of the extraor¬ 
dinary fituariori of that unhappy country. He was aware of the 
ufual miferics attendant on war, and regretted them finceycly, as all 
their Lordihips undoubtedly did ; but thefe were unavoidable evils, 
and it became thofc ncceffarily and judly ftruggling under them, to* 
bear their lhare of them with due fortitude and refolution. And 
on this principle, he would not think fo meanly of his countrymen, 
as to fuppofe they would not chearfully accord with any additional 
burden which fo honourable a conflict as they were again called to 
fupport, would unavoidably occalion. He congratulated their Lord- 
fhips on the very aufpicious circumftanec of the nuptials that were 
foon to take place between his Royal Highncfs and the illudrious 
Princcfs Caroline of Brunfwick, and knew their Lordihips indulged 
the fame fentiments he felt on this acccflion to the happinefs of the 
family on the Throne, under whofe mild and paternal government 
thefe nations enjoyed fo many incdimable bleflings. He was anx¬ 
ious for unanimity in carrying on mcafurcs, in his apprehenfion, fo 
very dfential to the welfare and credit of the nation, and which 
the peculiar circumftanccs in which we were now involved, rendered 
now altogether unavoidable. He would on thefe grounds fupport 
the Addrcfs, and hoped it would meet with the general approbation 
of the Public both within and without doors. 

The Earl of DERBY faid, that were he difpofed to confidcr the 
queftion before their Lordfhips as perfectly new, and as perfectly 
unattainable in all its points, the manner in which it had been 1 
brought forward was direCtly calculated to imprefs that view of it on 
his mind. What was the odenfible caufc of the war lad year r—• 
The fafety of the Dutch, and to prevent the navigation of the 
Scheldt. Of neither did the Speech of this year take the lead no¬ 
tice. Everything originally in view feemcd.now perfectly relin- 
quifhed ; but the fingle profecution of a war, which his Lordfhip 
never had acquiefced in, and which was the more^to be deplored 
the longer it continued. The noble mover of the Addrcfs had ob- 
ferved, that if the Dutch effected their objeCt of a peace, our army 
now in Holland u might be let loofe, to be employed on more im¬ 
portant fervices.” This, Lord Derby faid, was language as fur- 
prifing as new to him ; as, from the commencement* of the war till 
the prefent hour, the prefervation of Iloliand had, from that fide of 
the Houfe, been uniformly reprefented as the mod important fer- 
vice on which our troops could be employed ; and without that 
was maintained, this country would be in the utmod danger ; but 
leaving, on this point, Miniders to their ufual inconfiltency, w as 
the recall of thofe troops fo practicable a mcjfurc ? It was, perhaps. 
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unfair to fufpelt any nation of fo flagrant a violation of public 
faith; but did not the general conduit of our allies warrant fome 
feelings of this fort ? Nay, was not the King’s fpcech (unlefs Mi- 
nifters told us it was with their confent) a proof that Holland, by 
uniting with France, had broke her faith with this country ? This 
might go farther, and the facrifice of our brave troops now in that 
country might be made the price of peace. He derided the idea that 
the French would be compelled to treat from the ftate of their 
finances, and defired to know of their Lordfhips upon what falls 
they entertained this opinion ? He denied the Public were in pof- 
feflion of a jingle document that would warrant fuch a concluiion. 
He requeued the ftatc of the oppofite armies might be infpeltcd and 
compared. He had talked with many officers diftinguifhed for 
their honour and rcfpeltability in their profeflion, and all of them 
agreed in aflerting the fuperior manner in which the e'nemy had been 
found prepared and equipped for allion. But ilill die noble mover 
aflerted, that France was cxhaufled, and could not Hand another 
campaign: this was the fatal language which, laft year, induced 
the country to go on with the wai. Recolleding this circumftancc, 
it was natural at Icaft to paufc, before we once more were deluded 
by it to our own deftrultion. On what grounds did this affertion 
of French wcaknefs now reft ? On the mere ipfe dixit of the noble 
Lord. Could it be traced in the evacuation of Flanders ; in the 
viHories in Spain ; in the captures of Macftreicht and Nimcgucn ; 
or, above all, in the letter which was publifhed fo lately from the 
llluftrious Prince who then commanded our army ? This letter gave 
the lie moil direllly to any idea of this fort; for, in the moil em- 
pliatical language, it (hewed both the numbers and enthufiaftic ar¬ 
dour of this exhaufted nation. Here the noble Lord ftated part of 
the Duke of York’s letter, and concluded this head of his fpcech by 
fomc juft compliments to the humanity, conduit, and attention of 
his Royal Highnefs to the troops under his command. His Lord- 
fhip next adverted to that part of the Speech, which announces His 
Majcfty's intention of making an cfteltual augmentation of his 
forces againft die next campaign : he obferved, that, from the ac¬ 
tual ftatc of Holland, and the too probable one of Spain, who, though 
no mention of her was made in the Speech, mull likewife be in¬ 
clined to a feparate peace, France would be able to bring the forces 
hitherto employed in thofe countries, to the contcft with us; in 
which cafe, the augmentation to the troops might be ncccffary and 
proper; but was it, he afkcd, prallicable ? A noble Lord (Cam¬ 
den) had boafted, that we had at prefent the largcft army ever railed 
in this kingdom, and that the greateft part of it could be employed 
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3k any quarter of the globe. If the firft part of this afiertion was 
founded in faCt, his Lordffiip obferved, that the natural inference 
to be drawn from it was, a moll ferious reflection upon the diffi¬ 
culty attending any farther augmentation. It was well known that 
the country was drained of men, to fuch a degree, that many of the 
new corps confided chiefly of old men, nearly pad all fcrvicc, and 
children, who, unlefs the war continued fome years, could be of »# 
fort offervice ; that even for fuch duff as this, it was well known, 
twenty and twenty-five guineas had been given; ihould the recruit¬ 
ing go on, a much greater price, poffibly double, would be expect¬ 
ed. By this enormous bounty, men might be tempted to leave 
their looms, and other, occupations of indudrious labour; but was 
this to be wilhed for ? Would not the lofs of the manufacturer and 
mechanic be mod fevcrcly felt, in the dccreafe of that trade and 
commerce, which alone enabled us to contend with all the dangers 
and difficulties which furrounded us ? Of the other part of Lord 
Camden’s propofition, unlefs he would fay he^fpokc from official * 
documents, Lord Derby was inclined very drongly to doubt the ac¬ 
curacy ; and fancied that, if the inquiry was made, it would turn 
out, that a great majority of our prefent force confided in the militia, 
in the corps of fenciblcs, and yeomanry, both cavalry and infantry ; 
many of whom could not ferve out of this ifland, and the remainder 
only in Ireland, Guernfcy, Jcrfey, or their dependencies. But die 
mod alarming part of the bufinefs was, what he had heard from the 
bed authority ; and which, if falfc, he fhould be happy to hear 
contradiCled by the noble Lord who had lately taken his feat at the 
head of the Admiralty ; namely, the difficulty of getting landfmen 
for the navy fcrvicc; for, whilft fo great furns were given for the 
army , it was not to be fuppofed men would, for comparatively no¬ 
thing, enrol thcmfelves in this ether fervice , fo effential to the fafety 
and honour of the country: in former wars, this was not the cafe; 
landfmen were always found ; but now, he found it was otherwife ; 
and this too happened at a moment, when, if report faid true, the 
French fleet, which was fuppofed almod annihilated, by the glo¬ 
rious fuccefs of Earl Howe, was blocking up the chops of the 
Channel, and intercepting both our outward and homeward-bound 
trade. Here his Lordfhip adverted to the capture of Corfica. He 
deplored the expence and inconvenience it would bring upon the 
country, and denied it would anfwcr any of the purpofes held out; 
and though its local fituation might render it capable of fomc advan¬ 
tages mentioned, their Lordfhips would bear in mind the peculiar 
circumllances under which wc acquired it. Who would fay what 
the ittfee detained for, tjiat gurpofe might not have done in another 
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quarter, or how profitably they might have been occupied in. Cia 
Weft Indies ? He believed few of their Lordfhips would, at thi« 
moment, vouch for the fafetv of our illands in thefc parts, as it wrs 
pretty generally underflood an armament of the enemy was proba¬ 
bly there before this time, of a force much fuperior to ours. He 
conceived Corfica would not indemnify the additional expencc it 
would inevitably create to the country. Nor did he apprehend this 
could be any object to the Miniflcrs in planning or accepting of its 
feizurc. There were many individuals to provide for, and the 
finecurcs they would enjoy as officers in the new kingdom, he fuf- 
; pe<fted would look for their pay from the old. And the greatefl uf« 
to which this boafled territory could be applied, was to afford Mi- 
niflers an apology for inereafing their dependants, and extending 
that patronage which was already fo enormous and fo abufed. But 
it was afked, by a noble Lord, would you crouch for peace, and 
make, by fo doing, to all the world, a humiliating confeffion of 
weaknefs ? To thishc would anfwcr, that nothingofthisfort could be 
, imputed to the prclcnt amendment; and that neither he, nor any of 
thofe with whom he had the honour to ad, hadever thought of a peace, 
but upon terms of f.ifcty, advantage, and honour to the country. 
Should the nation at lad fee this bultncfs in the light he did, k 
would be an eafy matter for them to obviate the other objection, by' 
defiring His Majefly to place his confidence in thofe men who had 
oppofed this ruinous war, at its commencement, and in every fub- 
fequent flagc of the bufinefs ; and alfo, confequentlv, could not be 
faid to make any fucli confeffion of weaknefs; whilll they propofed 
a peace, which was always the firfl wifh of their liearts. All thefc 
things difpofed him to accede to the amendment. He deprecated 
the interference of party motives, in what he declared, before God 
and their Lordfhips, to be the real fentiments of his heart. He 
liad not another wifh than for the welfare of his country. This 
might fometimes infpirc him with warmth, but he hoped never to 
addrefs their Lordfhips hut in the language of a gentleman, and the 
Vcfpc6t which he knew to be their due. He very cordially acceded 
•to all that had been faid by the noble Lords who had fpoken before 
him, concerning the negodation Gf a domcflic nature, fo confonant, 
•he well knew, to all their Lordfhips’ feelings, as well as his own. 
He would always feci happy in whatever augmented the happinefs 
of the Royal perfonages alluded to, and lie fhould never fail in be¬ 
ing forward to realize that fentiment whenever occalion offered. 
Having thus expreffed his fentiments of what the Speech contained, 
he would now congratulate the country upon what was, for the f.rft 
time, left out of it; namely, arumoqr of plots, which haiJ.jio cx- 
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iftence; and an excitement to alarm, for which there was no foun¬ 
dation ; to all reports of this fort, the decifion of an Englifh jury had 
^>ut, he hoped, a complete end; as much to their own honour, as, 
he thought it, to the fafety and happlncfs of their country. He 
concluded, by giving his voice for the amendment, and fignified 
his iqpft ardent dc(irc that the war might not be purfued any longer, 
and that Miniftcrs would paufc on the prefent iituation \ retrad the 
erroneous principles they had hitherto fupported ; and by treading 
back the Heps of error, make the only atonement in their power to 
an injured country. 

Earl SPENCER agreed with the noble Lord in many of his 
leading petitions, but though he acquicfced in his premifes, doubted 
their conclufions would be very different. He admitted the extra¬ 
ordinary refourecs of the enemy, but inferred from that faft, the 
neceflity of our uniting our beft endeavours againft them. The ef¬ 
forts of France were of fuch an uncertain nature, that they muff be 
fhortly exhaufted. That they had made aftoniftiing exertions in the 
courfc of the lad campaign, he thought could not be denied, but it 
was only another rcafon for our further affiduity. They undoubt¬ 
edly feemed averfe as much as poffible to peace, but our unanimity 
in carrying on the war was the likelieft means, in his mind, to 
produce a change in their opinion. He felt himfelf in very awk¬ 
ward circumftances as (landing officially before their Lordfhips. 
Such explanations, however, as were expected of him in that capa¬ 
city, notwithftanding the (hortnefs of the time he had been in it, he 
would endeavour to give. He could not refufe the truth of a re¬ 
mark which fell from a noble Lord who had juft fpoken, that the y 
eagemefs in providing men for the army fcnftbly affcdled the fea> 
fervice. But he prefumed the wifdom of the country, and thofe 
who had the regulation of the bulinefs, would effe&ually furmount 
that difficulty. He was fatisfted in his own mind that the rumours 
of die French fuperiority in the Weft Indies were premature, and 
had not a doubt but our force by this time, was fuperior to theirs. 
The report of their fleet poffeffing in (q formidable a manner the 
channel, came before the Public rather iiva qucftionable fiiape. 
It was however attended with fuch circumftances, as had influenced 
His'Majefty’s Miniftcrs to adopt fome fteps in confequence, which 
he hoped their Lordthips could not think improper. As to Corfica, 
he conlidered it, and fo muft every judicious man, as a very great 
acquifition to this country. If it were not fo, Trance would not 
be fo eager to have it again in their pofleflion; it was of great im¬ 
portance to us, in a naval point of view. He acknowledged him- 
felf but litde accuftomed to (peak in public, and begged any dcfe&a 
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of that kind might be excufed. He had at the fame time fpoken 
what he thought now, and always thought on the fubjetSt, very h<-. 
neftly. It was a time, in his opinion, in which every man ought 
to fpeak put, and fairly avow his fentiments. The noble Lord 
who fpoke before him had held this language, and lie thought him- 
felf equally entitled to ufe it, though their notions on the prefent 
queftion were very different. He had only to afl'urc their Lord- 
(hips, that nothing fhould be wanting on his part to render the 
Englifh navy refpe&ablc. The country, he certainly thought, 
were in poffefTion of the means, and he would endeavour to do his 
duty in making the belt ufe of them he could. 

Marquis TOWNSHENO rofe and alledgcd, that the mode of 
railing both the fcneiblcs and militia mull be detrimental, as well 
/ to the army as the navy, and regretted this inconvenience could not 
be prevented.—He had long wiflied feme means were adopted for 
, encouraging the Marines. They were an ufeful body of men, and 
it was lamentable they had not been inercafcd. lie did not fee 
how, as matters were now circumftanccd, the war could be rclin- 
qui filed. He was therefore with the Addrefs, and againft the amend¬ 
ment. 


Lord BORING DON faid, that Parliament being affemblcd in 
the prefent extraordinary (ituation of public affairs, for the purpofe 
of colledting the deliberative wifdom of the country, and not for the 
ends of private intcrcft or private ambition, that lie doubted not 
that every noble Lord who addrefled their Lordfhips on that night, 
would come forward with the zeal of undifguifed fentiments of his 
heart, and the doing fo, he faid, was a fufheient excufc for tref- 
paflirtg on the time and indulgence of the Houfe.—He faid, it was 
impoflible not to congratulate their Lordfhips on the confidence and 
patience with which the country had awaited the deliberations and 
decisions of its Parliament, and obferved that hi dory did not pre- 
*fent to us a period where the w r ifdom and dignity of the Englifh 
character wcre^cver more confpicuous, or when there was a more 
general fpirit of independence among every elafs of inhabitants.— 
He alluded to the patriotic principles on which the Eaft India Com¬ 
pany had lately come forward, and praifed in the higheft terms the 
. high and proper fpirit of the nation at large. He faid he only re¬ 
joiced in this circumftancc-from its tending infaillibly to prove that 
if our enemies were influenced by unbounded pride, and indulged 


tbemfelves in the expectations of any immoderate aggrandizement, 
that we were determined to humble that pride, and to difappoint 
•^expedtations: he faid, he, for one, fhould be far from exult- 
Mg in the prefent temper of the country, if he conceived that it, in 
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any way, led to a contumacious determination to difeard every idea 
of peace. It went indeed to inftigate. us to carry on the war with 
unabated energy and additional vigour, until fuch time as Parlia¬ 
ment (hould think that a pence might be concluded with fccurity; 
*bot it certainty went no farther. His Lordfliip faid he ihould vote 
for tjie addrefs, through conviflion that the warm and refpcCtful 
affuranccs which were offered in it to His Majefty, were of all others 
the means bed calculated, not to acquire a fhort moment of dif-' 
graceful inactivity, but to acquire a juft, folid, fecure, and ho¬ 
nourable peace. He faid no one in the country was more defirous 
than he was for the fpeedy attainment of that blcffmg, and faid that 
nothing but a real belief that the adoption of vigorous mcafures* at 
prefent was calculated to fecure it, could poflibly induce him to 
give them Iris fupport. As he had expreffed his wiflics for the return 
of peace, he faid he could not help adding the hopes which he was 
led to entertain that no great length of time would elapfc before fome 
fort of fccurity might be given to our negotiations. He faid thole 
hopes were, in great inealure, founded on the dcftru&ion of the 
horrid, and hitherto unpradifed fyftem of terror which had fo long 
tyr.mniled over France; and from thofc principles of returning 
rcafon and moderation which fo fortunately for mankind had, for 
fevcral months, appeared to influence the French Government. He 
faid, however, that the language againft this country ftill made ufe 
of in the Convention was unqueftionably very violent, but trufted 
that ere long, fomewhat of that violence would abate. He faid, 
in his opinion, this was of very material importance, for that he 
for one perfectly approved of the truth and wifdom with which the- 
noble Secretary of State (Lord Grenville) had laftfeflion made known 
the end of the war—-when he faid that it was to extinguifh. the 
means, or, if that was impoflible, to dirninifli the inclination, ta 
hoftdity. lie concluded by ex puffing the confidence he had in 
His Majefty s Miniftcrs, and his hopes that they would endeavour 
to promote the good of their country, and meet the wifhes of the- 
public. He fupplicatcd the Houfe to be moderate and unanimous; 
and faid tliat that line of conduct was, in his opinion, calculated 
above all others, to lower any fuppofed expectations of aggrandize¬ 
ment on the part of Franee. 

The Marquis of LANS DOWNE was much concerned to find 
the dangers he foretold had come to pafs. It was fomc fatisfaCtion 
to him to reflcCt that he had done his duty, and that he could with 
Confidence refer to his proteft in 1793, and to his motion in 1794, 
(vide Dcbrett’s Parliamentary Regifter, vol. XXXIX. page 93)* 
both on their Lordfliips’ records.- The talk was a painful one, ttgc 
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was it a. little irkfome, particularly ta him, who had, for a courfe 
of above thirty years, experienced fuch indulgence from the Houfe, 
to find every thing he could fay during the two entire lad feflions/ 
uot only disregarded, but the rood abfurd and word of motives at* 
'tributed to himfelf and the noble Lords who voted with him, be- 
caufe they forewarned their Lordfliips of the inevitable confequences 
of the meafure9 they were about to purfue.—Thjr evil day was now 
arrived—Minifters, however, feemed {kill determined to perfevere* 
He traded that, in this fituation, their Lordfliips would infift on 
fhmething more than the mere declamations of lad fefiion, that they 
would know the true ground upon which things flood, and on 
whofc fide the balance reds, fo far as the war has gonewhat 
our comparative means are—what objefts wc have in view— 
what dependence wc can have on our numerous allies—and what 
they can have on us. Was there a profpeft of military fuccefs? 
The anfwcr to this great firfl quedion was, that wc had raifed the 
greatefl army that ever this country produced in any war. If this 
was true, what a libel upon Miniflers. What became of thefe ar¬ 
mies ?. They were to be feen no where ; they were gone to God, 
and'were no longer to be feen among men. They had been fquan- 
dered, fent here and there without plan, without co-operation or 
principle, and were at this moment almofl extinguiflicd. Look at 
every comer of the earth where our arms were to be found, and 
fee the fituation in which we were left. In the Wed Indies the 
fituation was too melancholy for the heart to reflect on it. Afk the 
•Wed India merchants how many troops have been afligned to the 
defence of the iflandofGuadaloupe; make the fame inquiry with regard 
to all our other iflands.—It will be found that all have been rifked 
to make conquefls of others; and that thefe conqueds, as foon as 
made, have been negle&ed, fo as to be upon the point of failing 
back into the hands of the Republicans, under every circumttan^e 
of horror. -Guadaloupe he looked upon the fame as gone: the 
■ two great officers by whofe unparalleled efforts we had been fo fuc- 
c^fsful, were in themfelves hods; but abandoned as they had been, 
it was- impofiiblc for them to do every thing. . The mortality na- 
turaTto die climate ought to have been fbrefecn ; and though it 
undoubtedly had been greater than in common feafons, yet there 
was no apology for the utter negledt in which thofe iflands and 
thofe brave men had been left. If they were faved at all, they 
' mud be faved by the fame negled on the part of France. But 
we were told by the noble Earl, that probably we were by this time 
faperior at fea. He was glad to hear this dated to their Lordfliips. 
But furdy this was not of iielf fufficient, for fhips were not of 
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themfelves {ufficient for the maintenance of the iflands. But it vat 
not here only that there had been neglcd; even Corfica, the fa¬ 
vourite child of Miniftcrs, had been equally abandoned, and was at 
tiui moment in a perilous fituation. Though hundreds of thou- 
fanHs of men, (take Great Britain and Ireland together, it is a 
literal fad), had been railed and fent about here and there, we 
had been effedive no where.—-Our officers were children, our gre¬ 
nadiers invalids. We had an enormous army without force, and 
which melted away and became crippled, through the mifcrable 
principle upon which it was railed. On every fide we faw boys in 
uniform, who had juft quitted their Ovid’s Metamorphofis, amf 
were themfelves aftonifhed at being metamorphofed into Captains 
and Colonels. Comparifons it was faid were odious; but common 
fenfe required that they (hou)d compare the figure that we had made 
in the laft campaign with that which the French Republic had made. 
He held in his hand a fummary of the laft campaign of the French; 
he would read it, bccaufe it was very ihort, and could not fail of 
producing its proper effed on their Lordthips. It was as follows: 

Abstract of the Operations of the French Armies, in the 

Campaign of 1794* 

Twenty-three iieges fucccfsfully conducted. 

Si* pitched battles dreilively won. 

Two thoufand eight hundred and three pieces of cannon taken. 

Sixty thoufand of the beft troops of Europe, compelled to furrender 
prifoners of war, either by capitulation or in the field. 

One hundred and forty-four towns and cities captured, among them 
many ot the flrongeft fortretTes in Europe. 

The authenticity of this ftatement would be vindicated by the moft, 
fcrupulous examination of fads, and the names of the places taken, 
might be afeertained by a reference to the maps, which exhibit the 
different theatres of the war. And thefe were independent of the 
late vidorics in Spain;—in Spain, which at'this moment lay almoft' 
completely at their mercy. It was well known, that there were 
but four foundcries of cannon in Spain, two of which were in the 
hands of the French.—One near Pampeluna had probably alfo 
fallen; and at this moment there was but one fortified town re¬ 
maining in the hands of the Spanifh Monarch. If the French had 
been fo ftrong and terrible when they had to combat with all the 
world, would they be lefs fo, when they fhall have made a treaty 
.with Holland, by which they would, under the afped of neutrality, . 
receive all manner of fupplies through her adive commercial fpirit ? 
Yfould they be lefs formidable, when Spain ihould be obliged to 
yield to them upon any conditions they ftiould be pleated to di&a*; f 
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Up was afraid to look at the conditions they might impofc ; it was 
a fubjeiSt better fnited for meditation than for difeufliori in that 
Hpufe.. Would they be lefs formidable when they (hall have 
over-run Italy, a country enfeebled by the debafing confcquence# 
of a profligate government, and rendered totally incapable of dff- * 
■ feeding itfelfr Would they be lefs likely to make head againrt us 
by the wonders they had performed on the banks of the Rhine, 
wonders which were enough to make one man two ? Surely when 
npble Lords ferioufly entered into the coniideration of the compa¬ 
rative lituation of the two countries, it was monftrous to hear it 
afferted that we could hope to fubduc them by military force. The 
news brought that day was an additional argument againrt any fuch 
i<jea} the froft was fet in fo as in all likelihood to make the Waal 
paflablc: the bridge at Arnheim had been carried away by the 
floating ice, fo as to expofc our cavalry to the utmoft hazard. Un¬ 
der fuch circumflanccs it was not very likely that the negotiation 
vHth Holland w’ould go ofF, and this calamity, which liis Majelty 
fo feeliqgly deplored in his fpeceh, was to be added to all the either 
difarters of the campaign. It was only neccflary to look a little 
farther, anil in the Diet of the Empire they might fee that a great 
inajority was for negotiating with France. The Elector of Hano¬ 
ver, left, in a feeble minority, w : as diftinguirtied for nothing but his 
violence in the fyftcm of war. Was it likely, that after the fenfe 
of Germany had been fo exprefled, that they fliould be roufed to 
exert themfclves ; that they fliould rife in a mafs to refill the tor¬ 
rent ; or that they fliould cordially co-operate againrt the enemy ? 
Had we been more fucccfsful in negotiating with our allies ? Had 
yrc fucccedcd.in uniting Pruflia and Auftria ? Tliofc two powers, it 
was well known, could not truft each other: Pruflia never had 
been in truth the enemy of France, and he could not be fo. Tliofc 
powers, mutually and necclfarily rivals, looked only to their private 
intererts; and who could blame them ? They regarded their own 
country with becoming feelings; they were not their own enemies ; 
they had- not a Parliament to lland between them and the people, 
and therefore their Minirters were more careful of the advice which 
.they gave to their marters, as the confcqucnccs.muft fall on their 
own heads. Withlhcfe fentiments, it was not to be wondered 
that, however they had been brought to commence the unnatural 
league, they had never been ferious friends in the conteft, and in¬ 
deed it would not be difficult to prove, that Pruflia, as he had no 
fupport but from France againrt the power of his rival, had never 
lerioufly been the enemy of France, the difmemberment of which 
would have been fatal to himfclf. ' The third light in which this 
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political queftion was to be confidcrcd, was the companion of re* 
,?aurccs. To be fare it was pleafant to.hear of 24 millions being 
nd&d.in a morning. lie did not mean to cry down credit; it was 
a fyftcm calculated in its nature to do wonders while it hilled. A 
great merchant of 30,000 pounds' capital, could have more credit, 
than a nobleman of an hereditary fortune. He mighr circulate his 
paper for five or fix hundred thoufand pounds, but- there are many 
examples, and too many of the fatal confequcnces i —the fact is, 
that both public and private credit have a certain limit. He 
would not enter into the difcullion of the wild theories about the 
nature of credit by which they drove to delude themfclves; they had 
originated in France under its old fyftcm, and yet France had not 
been faved. The truth was, we might go on in the fame blind 
path without perceiving our danger, until wc tell into the abyfc to 
which it led. And what were the objections to treating with the 
French for peace ? The fir ft was too contemptible for a feaibus an- 
I'wer, With whom could wc treat in France ? It was,a queftion un¬ 
worthy even of a German Diet. Wc certainly could find perfons 
to treat w ith, if wc had a difpolition to feck them. France, with 
all its changes of parties, and, in the midft of its moft violent com¬ 
motions, had not falsified its engagements fincc the Revolution, with 
any one foreign Si; te. The next rcafon was—What! fhould wo 
give up our invaluable conqr.cfts r As to thofc invaluable conquefts, 
one part of them, thofc in me Weft Indies, were likely not to 

Hand in our way- 1 he poHellion even of Martinique cannot 

be'depcndcd on. As to Coriica, our other great and invaluable 
conqtjeft, he would date to tiieir Lord (hips the account which M. 
Neckarhad given of that rich 'bland ; lie would alfo read the ac- 
■comft which another perfon of great eminence had given of it," 
though, alas! he was a Democrat: it was juft pofiiblc, however, 
for a Democrat to be a man of fenfe and integrity. The .perfon 
that he alluded to was the celebrated M. Volney. 

M Neckar’s account of Coriica is— 


That it contains 450 fqunre leagues— 124,000 fouls— 550,000 liyres 
was ihc whole of the revenue—and 250,000 ducats were paid by*the 
King, cxclulive of troops and military expcnccs, in addition to its own 
revenue. 


■M. Volncy’s account was ftill more curious.— 

It was quite in a favage itate. The power in the hands of poor, 
greedy, ignorant heads of .families, A fyftcm of myflery concerted be¬ 
tween them and the French employed there, to conceal and milrepre- 
fent every thing, left the French fhould be difgufted, and abandon tlio 
pcifleffion. The French expenditure, independent of extraordinarics, 
was above tea times the revenue, which do not aiftourit to 360*,o& 
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livrei, which were three years in arrear, and diminiftied a third by the 
Couhcilin 1790. The Cuftom-houfe does not do more than pay the 
officer** There were two Attorney Generals—Two Dlreftor Generfilt 
•—Not one bookfeller—Not a printing-profs, except one belonging fu 
Government. The communications with the Continent were lufub- 
je£ to interruption, as to prevent any for two months together.— 
Voters attend the elections with fwords, piffols, ftilettos, &c. 

The next thing he was afraid their Lordfhips would not com¬ 
prehend. 

Votes are fold, and the price is afeertained like merchandize. 

Their Lordihips would be foil lefs able to comprehend what 
follows. 

Their Aflcmbly of 400 perfons was led by eight or ten Chiefs, who 
form between themfelves Ariftocratie Leagues, who give and take reci¬ 
procally penfions and places, quarrel and make it up— Avtc un mobiliti 
of incenjance incroyabk —But the liberty of the many, and French mo¬ 
sey, pays the expcnce of the whole. 

There was no indurtry—not lb much as a match to light a fire, 
which is not brought from Genoa or Leghorn. The country unin¬ 
habitable for want of fafety. The farmers go to plough armed. The 
culture facrificed to beafts. A decided preference for France; but fo 
incalculable is the Corfican nation, arrange every thing to-day, you 
will in a fhort moment find all that you have done amounts to nothing 
more, than paving ^military force, which will never be complete, will 
coll immenfely without ever going out of the ifland, and will ceafe 
to be labourers, without ever becoming foldicrs. 

Such was the invaluable ifland of Corfica. If it had not been 
for this idle enterprife we might have had the fineft fleet that this 
Country ever faw j we might have protc&cd our commerce, guarded 
our coafts, given confidence to induftry, and inftead of the abomi¬ 
nable attempt to ftarve the French by intercepting their corn, wc 
might have done what was confiftent with legitimate war, inter¬ 
cepted their naval (fores, we might have faved the effufion of much' 
human blood. But then, undoubtedly, we (hould not have been 
able totfhave added half a dozen finecures to the influence of the 
Grown, to be parcelled out among the men who were alarmed for 
the exiffonce of tfye Conftitution. He ridiculed the idea of debating 
ourfelvcs by the offer of peace, nothing could be more extravagant/ 
.If two countries were difpofed to treat, they might come together 
without fubmiflions on either part. Did any body think that 
France lowered itfelf, when the Duke of Choifcuil fent here Monf. 
de Bufly to treat, or that we lowered ourfelvcs when we propofed 
to treat, afterwards through the Sardinian Minifter ?—Or, what is 
.foil more in point, when we fent repeatedly to treat with the Ame¬ 
ricans ?—Or, did the Marquis dc Vergennes lower his country when 



he fent Monf. de Reyneval to propofe the laft peace ? There ffitt* 
however, remained in the minds of many, another difficulty -it 
^ fuppofed that France would not treat with the prefent Mfeifteis* 
h^did not believe the foil; Other men might perhaps obtain fomc- 
what better terms, and probably with more cordiality; but the great 
meafure of peace was what was wanting, the more or the lefe was 
comparatively not an objelt. AH that Minifters have to do is, to 
confefs their error, to acknowledge that they have misjudged th e 
intereft, the power, and the difpolition of both countries; or let 
them do the fame as they have done, much to their honour, with 
the United States. However warranted he might perfonally be by 
what patted laft year, he did not wifh to contrail their language and' 
conduit regarding America then, with what they have very wifely 
done. He was happy to find them acknowledge the policy of the 
boundary which they fo itrongly arraigned, acknowledged by their 
ample confirmation of it, and to find farther concettians added, 
which he only lamented, for the honour of this country, had not 
taken place ten years ago. Nobody could think the worfe of them 
for doing at laft what was right towards our American brethren. 
“ i h ave no perfonal feelings on the fubjedt. I am not a man who 
would force himfelf upon any Prince as a Minifter againft his will : 
It is inconfiftcnt with the decency of a gentleman io to obtrude him- 
felf, and therefore I am perfonally out of the queftion when I give 
this opinion.”—The noble Marquis alfo faid, that it perhaps would 
bs one of the wifeft reforms that could be introduced into our Con- 
ftitution, to make our Minifters Minifters for life, provided that at 
the fame time, they ihould be fubjeCt to the fame exemplary pu« 
nifhment for every mifehievous advice they gave to their Sovereign, 
one example would be worth twenty changes. At leaft it would * 
be better than the prefent loofe and unprofitable fyftem of one fet 
of men turning out another, and where, amidft all their changes, 
the t fame inconfideratc meafures were uniformly adopted by all, 

1 he noble Marquiv concluded by giving his hearty approbation of 
the amendment. 

Lord MULGRAVE adverted to former wars with France, and 
comparing the fituations, drew very convincing deductions, tbafr the 
prefent conteft was very for from being hopelcfs. He fpoke of tbe 
amazing difference made by one victory in a campaign, and argued, 
from the exhaufted ftate of France, the neceflity of vigorous exer¬ 
tions. To confirm his aigument, he entered into a hVtory of the 
wars of Louis XIV. in which he deferibed the different c heck* that 
Prince experienced. Though we had been hitherto unfortunate,, 
he had no doubt ultimately of fuccefs. tic did not yet defpoir c£ 
Voi, XLII, E 
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fed^ anofi^er Blenheim. To follow die example of Holland in 
negQciattng a peace, would be ruinous and difgracefol. We (hould 
cofoidfoWhat we> owed to our pofterity. If once, faid his Lordfhipf 
we fuffer cruelty and Republican principles to be introduced sppiig 
us, it is unpoiTible to fay what will* become of us. There would 
be an end of. that firec and moderate liberty, which gives dignity 
and, energy to the mind. The noble Lord then took notice of what 
had fallen from Lord Lanfdowne rcfpe&ing Coriica. He had en¬ 
tertained the Houfc with one part of what M. Volney had faid of it; 
but he could not help thinking, that fomething muft be left untold 
of its advantages, or what could have induced the French to hayc 
fpent fo much blood and treafure to keep poffcfiion of it. He did 
not expert that our national treafury would reap any pecuniary ad¬ 
vantage from it; but was that a reafon why Corfica was not a va¬ 
luable poifeflion ? Was Gibraltar a fettlement of revenue ? and 
yet fuch was its political importance, that in all the negotiations we 
..have had, and often when a confiderablc exchange has been propo- 
(ed.for it, no Minifter in this country ever dared to offer to bargain 
kiwiy. He concluded by giving his hearty afient to the Addrefs. 

‘ j Earl STANHOPE faid, I do not rife for the purpofc of debat- 
for the' time of debating is no more. Events fpcak for them- 
feives, and thedifa tiers of this accutfed war are the beft anfwers to 


|hpfe who dare defend it. The noble Lord, fays he, does not de¬ 
spair of feeing another Blenheim: he did not defpair either of keep- 
fog Toulon—-did he keep it ? It is curious, faid the noble Earl, 
fo hear the dodrincs of thofe whlo fupport this war—You are told, 
fo^anfwer to all ideas of reform, that no countiy can exift where 
J&ere is any thing like universal fuffrage, yet here His Majefty ac- 
Oftpts a CroWn, not only upon the election of the people, but 
ytfhere univerfal fuffrage of the people is authorifed and recognized; 
Jlfocre no. countiy can cxift without two Houfes of Parliament. Yet 
pice His* Majefty has screed, that there (hould be but one Hftufe. 
bfor was this all.We .were told that no country could cxift, where 
Jthp State yvas not intimately united with the church. What would 
$£ Reverend Bifhops fay, when they heard that His Majefty had 
flpeed, that in CdtrBca, Church and King had nothing to do with 


, another,, that he had properly nothing to do with their religion, 
Afld that he had not and ought not to have any occafion for a Bench 
t)£Biftic(ps. The Corticans are conftantly armed; fuch, however, 
.IJjW not .the cafe in this country, for here the people in general have 

S aftns put in their, hands,, but only fuch as are affeded to Mini- 
» de|ufton, ; however, he traded, was vaniftiing away; an honeft 
j|^^icquitted thofij gentlemen whom Miniftry had thought pro- 
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per to accufe of treafon, and this he hoped wail’d ever be the , 
He had expe&ed before the debate had'gonelto the/length it hid] f 
that fome one in Adnfiiniftratfon Would have adVanced'fofoe reafort 

Continuance of the war; but only one had come forward, and 
he had been fo (hort a time'in his fituation (Lord Spencer) that he 
knew nothing of their affairs. With the reft, mum and’tfleitee was 
the order of the day. The French he did pot believe werc*ef&> 
mies to the people of this country, but to the Adminiftratiop whb 
govern. The time was perhaps approaching, when a friend of li¬ 
berty would do better to* preferve an eternal filencc within thefe w^Ui. 1 
If this fhould be the cafe with me, let it not be thought that 1 fhafi^ 
have altered any of thofe opinions in which I have lived, and lit 
which I will die; but I (hall be filent, bccaufe I fee my country at 
the brink of a precipice, down which tjhofe wicked men, the Kilims 
Miniftcrs, are ready to precipitate it, and that my efforts may only 
tend to haften its fall. 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND, in reply to the dilution of fhfc 
laft noble Speaker,, with refpeft to arming the country, dated wfldt 
he knew to be the difpofitions of the yeomanry, whom hfe had found 
to be ready, whenever the voice of the nation fhould demand their 
aid, or the exigence of affairs, was fuch as to render their fervlces 
neceflary. ** ■ 

The Earl of MANSFIELD aigued for the wifdrtm of perfever- 
ing in the war. He confidcred the prefent war as different, in ita 
nature and objc&, from any other ever known dr heard of; it wds 
not to revenge an injury that might have been forgiven; it was nbt 
a war for territory that had been invaded, and which could be rdin- 
quifhed without danger; no, upon its final iffue depended the ev¬ 
idence of order in civilized fociety. The declaration of France was 
a matter of public notoriety; they meant, as for as their power ex¬ 
tended, to involve in, their anarchy all the nations of the world. 
He was aftonifhed to hear a noble Lord talk of the nonfenfe of lia¬ 
bility. \Vhat permanency could have been cxpedled from a'peace 
eftablHhed with tlie ruling faction of Briffot ? When they fell, they 
heard a great deal of the. permanency of Roberfpieire; but it was 
well known that his tyranny carried with it the feeds of that <&- 
ftru&ion which has been fince completely aecompliflied. Can any 
One who reads the prefent debates of' France, but be, convincedof 
their inftabijity; or can it be ieafonably expe&ed that any negbeis- 
tion with the prefent rulers of France fhould have a profperous iffue ? 
A noble Marquis had advifed Minifters to retrail the error thdy,Uy 
under, in thinking ill of the French rulers, and preferibedterms of 
conceffion which could only be ludicroufly applied* Regirdbd lira 
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fetfooft point of view, the prefent rulers of France could only excite 
Sentiments of horror and averfion; their views of aggrandizement 
were abfolutely incompatible with the balance of power, a matter of. 
juft confederation with all profound politicians. The natural hoi&- 
thries of their country, the Alps and Pyrennee9, they had defpifed 
as limits to their greatnefs; and nothing fhould induce us to nego¬ 
tiate with them, po(Tefied as they are of the proper dominions of 
three or four of the Ele&ors and other powers, but a fatal and im¬ 
mediate neceflity, which certainly may warrant and muft call for a 
p*fce, however fhort-lived and uncertain in permanency. Such, 
however, he traded was not at prefent the fixation of England. 
The noble Earl begged to call their Lordfhips’ attention to the fix¬ 
ation of the two countries. In France, though we are dazzled 
with the fplendor of their victories, if we cad an eye on their inte¬ 
rior fixation, we ihall find it covered with a thick (hade; their 
forced loan and extraordinary refources could not be repeated. Their 
expences for this year amounted to 144 millions tterling—a tolerable 
degree of expendUure for a (ingle year. They have in circulation 
240 millions darling in afiignats, together with forged afiignats, to 
*an tmmenfe amount. It was faM that afiignats had been at par. 
Yes, during the tyranny of Roberfpierre, when terror was the order 
Of the day ; when they were “ ftamptd with death,’’ and nobody 
would refufe to take them at any rate, under the terrors of the guil¬ 
lotine. They cannot now fupport the manmum, the mod tyran¬ 
nical and baneful law that ever was pafled. The French were now 
In great want of corn and naval dores; fhould we now nege ciate and 
edablifh a temporaiy peace, and no other could be c\pc£ted from 
the prefpnt ruling faction, they would have fufficient time to fupply 
all their wants; whereas, if we prefs them vigoroufly, all their 
wants mud increafe. When the projed of univcrfal^ liberty was 
plopofed, Brifibt faid, that tears of blood mud flow from the pa¬ 
triots, fince liberty was not immediately to be communicated to ail 
the worljj, but mud be for a while confined to France.. If theirs 
lfejthe liberty which all nations are promifed, or rather with which 
they are threatened, the noble Earl advifed the mod decifivc and 
vigorous profecutiofi of the war. Even if this country were to ne¬ 
gotiate, in the prefent moment, dill we mud continue armed, and 
thereby forfeit all the advantages of peace. It was the great impu¬ 
tation againd Englishmen, amidd all their virtues, that they had 
not tile qualities of perfeverance and deadinefs. Our great deli¬ 
vers had feverely to lament our want of thefc virtues. Our change 
of fyflom, in the prefent indance, would be more fatal to the inte- 
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refts of England, and to human nature, than It was in the reign of 
King William, which Europe had not recovered to this day. 

^ 1 The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, die prefent fituation of af« 
fait*, mjift occupy the mind of every man who has any feeling; our 
prefent calamities, the evacuation of Toulon, the retreat from, Dun¬ 
kirk; infhort, the difgraceful feries of defeats that have taken place 
from the commencement of the war to this day, would, if he had 
no fenfe of Ills duty to his country, have induced him to come te 
that Houfe as a matter of curiofity, to hear what the noble Earl 
who moved the Addrefs could fay in favour of die very extraordinary 
meafures recommended in the King's fpeech. After a campaign 
unparalleled for difafter and difeomfiture, in which not a Angle’ ray 
of good fortune intervened to difpel the gloom, he thought it really 
aftonifhingthat Minifters ihould perfevere with fuch pernicious oh- 
ftinacy, as to be bent upon encountering all the hazards of another,' 
and that without confulting a Angle officer of experience and know¬ 
ledge of circumftances. There was one paffage in the Addsefs, 
which, his Lordfhip obferved, had his hearty concurrence; drat 
was the congratulation on the marriage of his Royal Highncfs the 
Prince of Wales. He was glad to And this intimation in the Speech, 
though it brought to his mind a remarkable contrail, in the fpccdi 
from the Throne in 1761, in which the marriage with his prefent 
Majefty’s moftauguft confort was announced. In this fpeech His 
Majcfty intimated his concern that he could not give any immedi¬ 
ate hopes of peace ; yet at that time we were triumphant in eveiy 
quarter of the globe: then was the great Lord Chatham, and his 
country, through his means, at the higheft pitch of glory. France 
was in a wretched ftate: now His Majcfty not only is determined 
to purfuc this dcftru&ive war, but alfo is determined not even to 
negotiate ; and at the folcmnization of the Heir Apparent's mar¬ 
riage, a deftrudivc war is to be continued at all events; heavy and 
extraordinary impoAtions laid on the people, and the enemy a&ive, 
powerful, and profperous. Were we not told laft year; Jthat the. 
enemy’s rcfources were exhaufted ; that it was impoffiblc they fhould 
continufc under Roberfpierre’s tyranny ? The fyftem of Tyranny and 
Rftbcrfpierre arc changed to Tallien and Moderation ; have they 
not ftili incrcafmg refources, and are not the people more united ? 
Minifters draw- conclufions dire&iy contrary to what muft be the 
natural rcfult. The fame argument of France being exhaufted, had 
been ufed laft year. The fyftem of Terror and the fyftem of Mo¬ 
deration were held out as unlikely to laft. Wc were told, What I 
would you make peace with France, in the moment when % fhe is 
exhaufted r And in the very fame breath, they afk,- Would you ’ 
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crouch’to prance few peace, when you know that (he is determined 
to perfevere in the war ? Surely one 1 or Ac other of thefe arguments 
fnuft be falfc. If Ae were really exhaufted, fhe would be as eager ! 
for peace as ourfelves. They accufe Fiance of a defire to ovefrfJh 
allEurope, and to deftroy eveiy Government, and yet at tCefame 
foomerit Aey acknowledge that France is in treaty with more than 
one of the belligerent Powers, and that foe has kept her faith in¬ 
violably with the neutral States. Let us, continued his LordAip, 
fuppofe France inclined to fay that Ac allies had rio refourccs— 
Pruffia was to be fubfidized laft campaign, and even then did not 
What is the Hate of the Auftrian finances ? Auftria could not 
faife a Angle fixpcnce. Thus might they with equal reafon employ 
againft us the, very fame mode of arguing, on which wc lay fo much 
ftrefs, as applied to them. In Aort, Minifters have had recourfe 
to every fpccies of contradidion, to draw on their Lordfliips to the 
fopport of the Addrcfs. The noble Earl reviewed their conduct in 
every part of the Campaign, and ftood in aftonifliment at the mon- 
iirous ideas of perfevering in a fvftcm fo utterly inconiirtcnt wiA 
common fenfe. Our domefiic policy has been to contract the minds 
of Ae people, to inftitute a fyftem of efpionage , and to alarm them 
,wiA plots and conspiracies, which do not exifi, or if they do, by 
Ae verdict of an Engl i A juiy Aey muft be plots w ithout confpira- 
tors. He animadverted wiA feverity on the nurfed-up fedition, 
wiA Ae hope of making it treafon ; and made a facetious reference 
to Ae flpry of Tom Jones and Partridge, with the decifion of the 
King of Ae Gipfics, on Ae infamy of employing fpies. His Lord¬ 
Aip, aUuding to Earl Spencer, quoted the proficiency of his Lord¬ 
Aip in his new and high office, and hinted at infinuations, which it 
ftruck him efcapcd the noble Lord againft certain officers in the na¬ 
val fervice, abroad. Hefaid that in troth, wiA refpedt to the war, 

.' arid' to our not being able to treat with honour, they miftook our¬ 
felves for themfelves, and made their own places an argument againft 
giving peace to Ae country. 

Earl SPENCER rofe to explain, and feared he had raAer fpoke 
ttxrdecifively, Ae time confidered wherein he had enjoyed his high 
fituation. ‘ He di(claimed, however, any particle of intinuatic.v 
againft any officer whatever, and remarked, that when he was 
difpofed to cenfure, he trufted infinuation never would be Ae 
means to which he Aould refort. 

Lord GRENVILLE began by an eulogium on Ae blcffings of 
peace, declaring Aat if any thing unjuft or improper on his part, 
or on Ale part of thofc with whom he a&ed, wafs an obftiuftion 
fo Aat defirablc object, he Aould not lie on his pillow wiA eafe. 
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His honeft, his candid, his deliberate opinion, on this fobjedt, waft 
founded on what he deemed requifite to the honour, the glory, and 
thd infereft of this country. But, before he entered minutely on 
thj: fubjedt, he felt himfelf happy in concurring with every noble 
Lord who had preceded him in the debate, on the fubjedl of the 
Prince’s marriage. There feemed to be but one mind cm that pc- 
cation, whatever differences there were, in refpedt to other parts of 
the Addrefs. Having paid a very handfome compliment to the 
Brunfwick family, and to the prefent profpedt of Bill farther fe- 
curing to us the enjoyment of our Contiitution, he faid, that their 
Lordftiips were now, in the moft peculiar manner, called upon to 
fupport that Contiitution; and he took the liberty of requetiing the 
Houfe to turn its attention to the means by which this countiy waft 
raifed to its prefent tiate of pre-eminence over all other nations. 
He then adverted to the arguments of the Earl of Lauderdale, and 
faid, he fhould ferioufly demand of their Lordfhips, whether the 
moment of ill fuccefs was a proper time to Cue for peace, for fuch 
was the fubtiancc of the. whimtical arguments of • the noble Earl. 
Were we to beg of the enemy to cqafe hoftiliries, when their fix¬ 
ation was almofi fo defperate as nearly to amount to a tiate of de- 
fpair ? Thefe were not vague affertions, for he fhould prove them 
to be founded in fadt; and in doing fo, he fhould recur to the tiate 1 
of France in Auguft 1793, when the diftrefs of that nation was fo 
great, that they had ailignats in circulation to the amount of 134 
millions of Britifh ticrling pounds, all of which were, by die dread 
of the guillotine, forced upon the people. This naturally raifed 
the price of every article, apd the affignats in confequence loft 75 
per cent. In this fituation a remedy was applied as defperate as 
the difeafe. The people were forced, under pain (if death, to take 
them at par ; and, in order to add to the tyranny of the oppreffion, 
it was accompanied by the law of the maximum \ to enfure which, 
Revolutionary Committees were etiabTilhed throughout the nation, 
the fabrics to the individuals of which Committees amounted to the 
enormous fum of 26 millions Britifh tier ling. When noble Lords 
talked of the fabrics and emoluments of perfons in office in this 
t&untry, and drew comparifons between the Republican fyftcm of 
France, and the mixed monarchical Government of England, it 
was but fair to requeft they would turn their eyes to this circum- 
ftance, and from fuch etiablithed premifes draw the natural, juft, 
and honeft conclufion, and aik which Contiitution, that which cx- 
adted by violence, or that which was collected with the confent of 
the people, was beft calculated to fccurc happinefs and profperity to 
' a country ? There was not any man who had attentively read the 




PARLIAMENTARY A. 1794. 


debates of die National Convention, and the refolutions pafled by 
die Committees, who did not (hudder at a fyftem fo diigraceful to 
human nature—fo dire&ly oppofite to all the principles of natural 
juftice. It made a man alraoft afhatned of human nature. Durjltg 
die fpace of eight months, the Committees contrived to caihy this 
fyftem of terror into effedl; but at length they were compelled to 
dfop it. In November 1793, tfiey found that they had aflignats 
In circulation to the amount of 190 millions Britifh money—this 
was a moft enormous fu'm, and it increafed down to the prefent 
time, fo as to fwell this paper currency to the Hill more enormous 
fam of 266 millions Britifh ftcrling. To account for tins was an 
caiy matter; their great exertion coil them no lefs a fum than 160 
millions Britilh fterling, per annum. Were wc, when fo deftrue- 
dvc a fyftem Was precipitating the enemy on to ruin, to crouch at 
die feet of thefe dcfpotic Democrats? and, if they were in this fitu- 
ation laft year, was it likely they would be better in the next ? 
The fyftem of terror obliged them to take aftignats at far laft cam¬ 
paign; the fyftem of moderation has reduced them 75 per cent. 
below par at prefent; fo that in either cafe the people muft be fuf- 
ferers, and the latter fyftem does not, in any mcafure,, relieve them 
Bom the pecuniary evils complained of in the former. Ninety 
thoufand Revolutionary Committees diftributed over the country put 
every thing into a ftate of requilition, and cut off all commerce; 
their manufi&ures were annihilated, sAd their retail trade at an 
end: was it in the nature of things that they could carry on a war 
much longer ? This was his opinion, ab origine , of what their rc- 
fourees would end in, and he found it confirmed by the event. As 
to what had been faid of our provoking the war, he denied it in 
toto'j and he called to his aid in that denial, the votes of both 
Houfes of Parliament, which fubftantially proved, that France was 

* the aggreflfor. There was no Hying in the face qf this fa&, unlcfs 
the noble Lord who (poke laft could erafe it from the Journals of 
Parliament. The Ample queftion at prefent, in his mind, was, 

* whethe? this country would be in a better fituation, by vigoroully 
continuing the war, or pufillanimoufty fuing for peace ? What proof 
had we, that the enemy were difpofed to terms of pacification, fyn* 
poling we were, in the prefent juncture of affairs, mean enough 
to foliclt diem ? Our humiliation would be great indeed if we aiked, 

( but our difgrace would be ftill greater if they refufed -it, and that 
they would do fo we have every rcafon to believe, for it was the 

* determined maxim of Briffot, of Roberfpicrrc, of Tallien, of the 
directors of the fyftem of terror, and the abettors of moderation, 
not to make peace with this country. They had but one fentiment. 
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they breathed but one language of hoftility againft Great Britahrtf; 
and why did they fo ? Exactly as a noble Lord had dated, bccaufc 
Great Britain prevented them from making peace with Auftria, . 
Huffia, and Spain, that is, from trampling upon the Conftitutiona 
of thofc countries, and deftroying all civil fociety in Europe. No ■ 
wonder they therefore entertained a hatred againft that kingdom, 
which, to its glory be it recorded, was the chief obftacle to. thofe' 
ambitious view's. He befought the noble Lords to turn this idea 
in their minds, and, if they drew a comparifon between Great Bri¬ 
tain and France, they would inftantly perceive the immenfe differ¬ 
ence there was as to the iituation of each, and the fupreme happi- 
nefs of the people of the one, when contrafted with the miferics of 
the other. Thefe were not theories, or fpcculative arguments, they 
were founded in facts, and fails which proved, that their defign of 
making peace with other powers was, that when they had difarmed . 
the reft of Europe, they might come to the banks of the Thames, 
and endeavour to verify their favourite expreflion of deftroying the 
New Carthage. We were to look to our Iituation at prefont not 
with timidity. It is tme the enemy was in the prefent moment 
fucccfsful; but what had they taken from us, and what have we 
taken from them lince the war commenced? We have become 
mailers of all their pofTeflions in the Eaft Indies, and all their pof- 
feflions in the Weft, one iiland in the latter only excepted, which 
they have partly re-captured,, but which, from our fuperior force 
now in that quarter, it was moil probable they would not long con¬ 
tinue to hold. We have loft one (hip cf the line—they have loft 
twenty-fix; fo that, as far as refpc&s us individually, we are in 
fadl gainers, not lofers, by the war. It is true that die crifis in 
which we were called to deliberate was a iituation of difficulty and 
danger ; he could not deny it; nor could wc look with an indiffe¬ 
rent eye on the lofs of the Netherlands, nor was it to be fuppofed, 
that this country would give back with as much confidence,, to an 
unprincipled Republic, as to a limited Monarchy, thofc idands we 
have taken from France. What would be the confequence of fur¬ 
rendering them to the National Convention i The revolted (laves 
vuAtiguous to our iflands would foon fpread the infection of rebel¬ 
lion, and our own colonies would be put in the moil imminent 
danger. There was one queftion he (hould put, exploded as it 
was, but in his opinion a moil neccifary one, “ With whom were 
we to make peace ?” At one time it was faid with Briifot, at ano¬ 
ther with Le Brun, both of thefe had been held out as perfons with 
whom we might fafely treat, and had fucccffively fallen by the 
hands of the executioners; and then we were told that the Com-. 
Yol. XLII. F 
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mittee of Public Safety were the party with whom we were to ne-* 
gociate, at the head of which Roberfpierre reigned-—his tyranny 
did not laft long, he (hared the fate of the predeceflors of his power, 
and the vi&ims of his cruelty, and all the fyftem of terror was de- y 
ftroyed. The anfwer now to the queftion is, “ you are to treat 
With the Moderates—but what fecurity have wc that the fyftem 
of moderatifm may not, like the fyftem of terror, give way to 
iome new plan; and what fecurity have we that a peace would be , 
more permanent with Tallien than with Briftbt, Lc Brun, or Ro- 
berfpierine—for every mob that was fuccefsful would form a new 
Government, and under each it was apparent they were equally 
' hoftile to the glory and profperity of this country. He inlifted, that 
the time of the enemy’s temporary fuccefs was not the hour of 
making peace, efpccially when we were convinced that no peace 
formed on fuch circumftances could promife any liability. It 
would be neceffary, for our own fecurity, to retain our military 
preparations in the fame ftatc as at prefent, and thereby forfeit all 
. the advantages which were propofed from a fyftem of immediate 
pacification. Should we do otherwife, fhould we difband our ar¬ 
mies and difmantlc our fleets, we (hould only afford to the French 
a breathing fpace, now that they were almoft exhaufted; and what 
would our iituation be when they (hould again attack us with re¬ 
cruited refburces, and renewed vigour ? In fhort, till fome Govern¬ 
ment fhould be eftablifhed in France on which we could place re¬ 
liance, it would be extremely impolitic to do away the very flourifil¬ 
ing ftate to which our army and navy had now arrived. It would 
be degrading indeed, if we were, to bow down- and beg for peace, 
and, if he might ufe the expreflion, “ eat the (craps and crumbs 
which fell from the tables of thefe proud anarchifts.” Were peace 
to be iigned to-morrow, would any rational man, under the pre- 
fent adding circumftances of this country, admit one Republican 
from France to difteminate his dangerous do&rincs in this kingdom? 
Surely nof. The noble Lord faid, he had trcfpaffed long on the 
•patidhee of the Houfc, and fhould detain them no longer than to 
give 1 his decided negative to the amendment, and to mention it as 
his firm opinion, that we ought, in our, prefent circumftances, to 
follow up with vigour the generous exertions of war, in which the 
country was engaged; and he had no doubt that our efforts muft be 
finally crowned with fuccefs. 

The Duke of LEEDS faid, that he felt himfelf about to enter 
Dn a moft unpleafant duty. It was now faid, that it was difloyalty 
even to drink of peace; yet peace, he would dill confefs, was ne¬ 
ver out of Iris thoughts. He did' not iriean to fuggeft difgraceful or 
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fubmiflive terms, but to recommend fuch a peace as could fairly 
and honourably be made. He faw no end of the war, on the 
ground dated by Minidcrs ; and, though he could not agree to the, 
amendment, as propofed by, the noble Earl, yet he could not fup- 
port the Addrcfs, becaufc, in his judgement, it meant to pkdge the 
Houfe never to be in amity with France whilft that nation continued 
a Republic. In this cafe, a peace may never be made; yet if 
France preferred a Republican form of Government, to dilate to 
her in this indancc was, in hi* opinion, neither juft nor decent. . 

The Marquis of ABERCORN did not think that fuch'a con- 
ftrudtion could be put on the words of the Addrefs. His Lordfhip 
faid, he had been precluded from delivering his fentiments till now, 
upon fo weighty a quedion; but they differed from all thofe that 
he had heard delivered on both fides. 'He had only heard opinions 
for abfolute war or immediate peace; he thought there was a lino 
fo be purfued that would not fubjedt us to the difaders of the one, 
in fo great an extent as had been lately felt, nor to the difgracc of. 
the other. He faid, that he thought the war originally wife and 
neceflary, and, if conducted on wife and rational principles, fuch 
as would not only have been fafe, but honourable. He was forry 
to fay it had been quite the reverfe. We had made ourfelves the 
principals and the paymaders of the world. Wc had thrud money 
down the throats of every body; and wc had forced nations to de¬ 
fend themfelves whether they would or not. A plan of war with¬ 
out wifdom had been conducted without energy or vigour; and we 
had contrived to monopolife the odium of France, though we had 
not gained the edeem of our own allies. We had fent our own 
brave men to be abandoned by thofe allies, and to perifh in the de¬ 
fence of their territories. This was not a new opinion, but had 
been uniformly his fentiment. lie dill thought, that a fydem of 
ilrong defence was practicable, and would be preferable to a peace. 
We were poded, he faid, of refources, but we fhould hufband them, 
and not profufely fquandcr the blood and treafure of the country to 
the caprice and crooked policy of continental connections. He was 
for withdrawing our troops from the Continent, and aCting only by 
fea, or on fuch occaiions as our adidancc could be decidedly ufeful. 
He gave a drong contraded picture of the naval victory gained 1 by 
Earl Howe, and die late difaders in Flanders. His Lordfhip com¬ 
plained much that his motives had been mifreprefented in the pub¬ 
lic prints. He entered into a junification of his conduCt, as far as 
it might feemingly affect the fiipport which he had given to the war, 
and the apparent defertjon of his former friends. To them he ap¬ 
pealed, he faid, for dip pqrity of his principles, and they would 
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judge of the motives which now influenced' his conduct. He wiflied 
that he could perfuade Miniftcrs to adopt his plan of the war; but 
whenever it was pofliblc, confiftently with his feeling, he fhould 
give them his fupport. 

The Duke of BEDFORD faid, he was fcnfible of the fatigue 
their Lordfliips muft have felt from the length of the debate, but 
the great intcreft of the queffion prefled him to ftatc a few things 
which had occurred to him in confcquence of the arguments ufed 
by fcveral noble Lords for continuing the war. Their Lordfliips 
could not but hear with fatisfn&ion, as he did, from the Firft Lord 
of the Admiralty, that exertions were making in that department, 
on which the hopes of this country chiefly depended. The candour 
with, which thefe were announced, left on his mind no doubt of the 
fa£l, and lie was willing to confide in the vigilance of the noble 
Earl, for fpeedily realizing the expectations he had raifed. He 
perceived much engernefs on one fide of the Houfc to mif-fiate the 
cafe, by depreciating the lofs, and magnifying the gain of the war. 
He thought the calculation very cafv and limplc. The one was 
juft as real, as the other was chimerical. The public mind was 
at that moment in fufpenfe about the fate of our Weft India iflands. 
And Corfica, which had attached fo much contempt and ridicule to 
His Majcfiy’s Councils, he apprehended, inftcad of an advantage, 
might become a very ferious misfortune. It was at Icaft fuch a 
jewel as tarnifhed, but never could incrcafe, the fplendour of the 
Britifli Crown. The ftatement that had been given by fcveral no¬ 
ble Lords, of the enemy’s finances, he did not think fntisfaftory. 
It involved in the very face of it, a palpable contradiction. Year 
after year Minifters had aflerted that the enemy would not be able 
to fupport another campaign : Every fuccceding campaign had, not- 
withftanding, been more efficient both in its provilions and opera¬ 
tions than the preceding one. And their Lordfliips knew to their 
coft, that the laft had excelled them all, was more amply fupplied, 
and did more execution. The argument on which fo much ftrefs 
had-been laid, that the deficiency of the enemy’s rcfourccs appeared 
from their immenfe*outgoings, he thought an abfurd one. He did^ 
not credit the premifes, and though he had, they warranted quite 1 * 
an oppofitc conclufion. The noble Secretary (Lord Grenville) faid, 
their expenditure laft campaign amounted to one hundred and fixty 
millions ftcrling. He doubted the aflertion, as it was accompanied 
by no authentic document-. Admitting it however to be corredt, it 
only proved either that Minifters had been uniformly out in their 
calculations, or that a fyftem of impofition on their Lordfliips, and 
tile public, was regularly purfued. What did their Lordfliips thiqk 
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of meafurcs, which could only be fupported by hypothetical reafoning 
thus equivocal and fallacious r What confolation could their Lord- 
. lhips derive from our miferable fpeculations on the refources of a 
people, whofe armies kept the field which we and our allies cori- 
ftantly abandoned, brokfe and difperfed the mod formidable confe¬ 
deracy that ever threatened the liberties of the .world; reduced them 
whofe fafety furniflied us with the original pretext of taking part 
in die quarrel, to the direful neceffity of tr’cachcfoufly expofing our 
impotence, and leaving us the vi&ims of an enemy primarily pro¬ 
voked on their account, and even now produce fuch a fleet as infult 
us on our own element, (huts up our ports, cripples our trade, and 
alarms our coafts ? Thtfe arc fuch indications of imbecility, as 
make Europe (hake to its balis. And what have Minifters yet in 
rcfci ve to make us longer reject the evidence cf our fenfes, to pro- 
traft the triumph of their pitiful delullonsj or keep up the fpirit of 
inf.uuarion fo induftiioufiy propagated among our countrymen, in the 
teeth of facts thus awofuily convincing? It certainly furprifed him 
to hear the noble Secretary pique himfelf on the forefight of His 


Makfly's Miuiflers who had been literally miftaken in ahnoft every 
fuvmiie they h >d h.j/arded. Tb.c flatc of things for fome time paft 
had been fufi.ci-.ntiy fet tile of predictions, both from Miniltcrs and 
their opponent?, hut with the 1 ingle exception of repealing the law 
of the Maximum, which he acknowledged Minifters foretold, 
which of all their other conjedtuies had not been completely falfi- 
fied by the whole couifc of fuccccding events ? Did not this {hew 
how unequal they were to their fituations, who had not the faculty 
of making fuch an eitimatc of the prefent as enabled them to pro¬ 


vide for the future ? It was this incapacity that (hackled and ener¬ 


vated all the operations of the country, and left us invariably unpre¬ 
pared for every emergency. He challenged their Lordfhips, on the 
other hand, to produce one inftance in which thofc he had'the ho¬ 
nour to ad with, had been miftaken. Were not all their predic¬ 


tions as minutely verified, as thofe of Minifters had failed And he 
appealed to their Lordfhips 1 candour, whether the forcfight of the 
one or the other was moft to be depended on, or beft merited their 
Lordfhips 1 confidence ? All that had been faid about the difficulty 
of treating, he conceived to be nothing more than pfctcnce. It 
was every way as eafy to ncgociate with France as any other ftate. 
That country, notwithftahding all its recent convulfions, did not 
feem more incident to a change in its rulers than its neighbours. 
The Miniftry of none could be permanent, and there was an end 
of all treaties, if that Was to be a condition which could never hap¬ 
pen. But what did nations chiefly regard as the mutual bafis cf 



parliamentary 



•a. I7 $*. 


confidence in their conditions. Not furely the precarious circum- 
fenee of vidfiitudc in cabinets, the intrigues of courtiers, or the 
narrow and crooked politics of favouritcftatefmcn; but the prevail-/ 
ing temper and genius of the people. And he did not expert to be 
now told, that though Tallien and his friends Should perifh to-mor¬ 
row in the fame fate which overwhelmed the party of Robcrfpierre, 
tiie French could be at any lofs for leaders. There was nothing 
as he perceived in die fpccch, that in the (mailed meafure deter¬ 
mined what the object of die war really was, or at what ftage of it, 
any hopes were to be indulged of peace. Had Minifters fpccificd 
diftindtiy what dicir views adtually were, or Ihcwn to his convidtion 
that they aimed at nothing unjud or unrcafonable, he would have 
been the lad in the Houfe to oppofe it, he would have given it his 
hearty approbation, he would have drained every nerve in every 
way Providence put in his power to promote and facilitate their 
' meafures. But when called to fupport a war of mutual deftrudlion, 
and of which he faw no end but in cm filing or annihilating one or 
other of the parties, he had no option but to grapple for his own 
fefety as well and as long as he could, and that, he was decidedly 
convinced, was only to be obtained by the means recommended, in 
the amendment. He agreed with Mini tiers, that it was a bad time 
ibr making peace, and added, that from them fuch a propofition 
could never come with a good grace. But what then ? The public 
could never fan&ion an eternal (late of lioflility. And in all wats 
one of the parties muft be foiled.. This, he was foriy to obferve, 
was now our misfortune, and it became us to bear it with as much 
magnanimity as we could. But he never could think it any indig¬ 
nity in nations more than individuals, for the weak to yield to the 
ftrong i and he earneftly deprecated the madnefs of obftinatcly per¬ 
illing againjl a force fo eminently fuperior, though fainting under 
accumulated burdens and loflcs, and hardly able to meet the cnc- 
pay any where, in the defperate preemption that by fomc miracu¬ 
lous injerpolition, or unforefeen, byt favourable accident, we may 
yet fucceed. It was fuggefted, that in the event of peace, the coun¬ 
try would be over-run with Frenchmen, who might iniidioufiy un¬ 
dermine the pyefcfit order of things,,and effedt among us a Revolu 
fion'Similar to their Qwq. He knew not whether this ft range infi- 
puation was meant a$ a libel on the Constitution, or the People, 
. Inti he felt it equally dtfrefpcdlful to both. The laws of the coun¬ 
try were not fo eafily perverted as Minifters imagined, and he 
,thought their juftice and impartiality perfe&ly competent to their 
pwnprefervation. And who doubted but the principles of Engltih- 
men would always be propf enough dgalnft ft# Influence of foreign 
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artifice ? What was the plain and obvious drift of this affcfted ap« 
prchenfion, but that fuch refugees and ftrangers as might attempt to 
tliffufe difloyal notions in the public mind, were certain to fucceed, 
notwithftanding the deep-rooted contempt in which it was (b natu¬ 
ral for our countrymen to regard them. Were Britons then ib per- 
fe&ly weak and credulous as to become the dupes of thoie whom 
they were accuftomed to confider as the moft defpicable on the face 
of the earth ? Whatever might be the opinion of Minifters, who 
probably were in the habit of depreciating and vilifying the good- 
natured people of England in proportion to their own facility and 
fuccefs in deceiving them, he entertained a better opinion both of 
their hearts and heads, as he never could reconcile it with commcst 
fenfe, that even the lowed orders among us could be in any danger 
from the communications of foreigners, of whofe language they 
were ignorant, whofe habits they difliked, and both of whom were 
ib mutually rcpullivc to each other, as fcldom, even on the moft 
ordinary occafions, ever to affociate. The noble Secretary of State 
had faid, we ought to follow up with vigour, the generous exertions 
of war in which the country was engaged. He was at a lofs how 
to conftrue this odd phrafeology: It put him in mind of that jum¬ 
ble by which fome poets of antiquity confounded the elements of 
things. There was, at leaft, no aflbeiation or affinity between the 
ideas he had thus put together. He thought it an eafy matter for 
Minifters and Statefmen to devife at their leifure the means of fup- 
porting what they were pleafed to call generous exertions , not with 
their own, but with the riches and blood of a pliant and unfuf- 
pedfing public. They knew nothing of the diftrefles it occafioncd 
among thofe who immediately felt its preffurcs, of being violently 
tom from their families, or of leaving them dpftitute and miferable, 
and of having all the cruelties, hardfhips, and horrors of a mili¬ 
tary life impofed upon them, inftcad of the quiet domcftic habits 
in which they were born and bred. To thefe direful extremities 
thoufands of their fellow-creatures are daily configned by their 
order. They preferibe the duty, but others muft fet the example. 
All the difficulty or inconvenience which falls upon them is to bring 
forward a plaufible cafe for public infpc£tion, or make the beft apo¬ 
logy they can when their condudt is cenfurcd or arraigned. But 
was not this being generous at the expcnce of others, wantonly fport- 
ing with the lives of their fellow men, and a liberality in the effii- 
fion of blood not their Own i He would, however, venture to allure 
them, that for fuch generous exertions as thefe, they would not 
have the bleffing of the widow, or the fathcrlefs, the approbation 
of their own hearts, or that of any thinking, fober, or good mind, 
a 
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He coaid not help taking notice how differently Minifters now fpoke 
from their former manner of expreffing therhfclm in that Houfe. 
Their Lordfhips heard no more of that high-founding language af- 
fedted on the commencement of lad campaign. Minifters, as it 
was fhrewdly fuggefted they would, w^re now compelled to lower 
their tone. He hoped, whatever events might occur, they would 
not foon forget how much they had been humbled. And he 
pledged himfelf, that if ever they did break out again, he fhould 
take foe liberty of calling on his noble friends, [looking at fomc 
Oppofition Lords who fat near him] to be their remembrancers, 
and to put them in mind of their prefent embarraflment. It was 
what he prefumed ought to tc-ach them moderation and decency as 
long as they lived. Their Lordfhips, he faid, were now particu¬ 
larly called to obfcrvC, that in the very crifis of fo general a defer- 
tion among our allies, Minifters betrayed a more than ordinary pro- 
. penfity for profecuting a proje<ft, which none in all the world 
deemed practicable but themfelves. They probably blufhed to be 
•longer found in a company they had but lately been fo folicitous to 
•join. In truth, there was but little credit accruing from fuch affo- 
ciates. Their Lordfhips needed but caft their eyes to Poland, to 
be convinced their tendered mercies arc horrid cruelty. There, 
feenes of barbarity had been recently aCtcd, enough to make every 
perfon of the leaft humanity fhudder; fuch fccnes as were never 
ptecedented by any occurrence cither fecn or heard in the hiftory of 
foe world \ even ftill more black and atrocious than the fucceflion 
of bloody tragedies, which diftinguifhed the flagitious and fanguinary 
ufurpation of Roberfpicrre. Their Lordfhips would be furprifed and 
(hocked to be told, that thefe horrid exceftes were committed under 
foe pretext of fupporting Religion, Society, and regular Govern¬ 
ment. They would wonder ftill more when they underftood that 
they were fan&ioned by the confent of States in alliance with ours, 
.and they could not but feel indignant that any part of our revenue 
could bq, appropriated or proftituted, only by report, in abetting and 
aiding a conteft which merits the execration and abhorrence of all 
mankind. 

Lord DARNLEY replied to the Duke of Leeds and the Mar¬ 
quis of Abcrcom. If the Addrefs contained any expreffion that 
would prevent negociation, he fhould alfo be againft it—but it did 
not in his mind do fo. He agreed alio with Lord Abercorn that 
foe war ought to be carried on with vigour, but he could not agree 
with him that the fyftem hitherto adopted in its profecution had been 
fead. 

Lord GRENVILLE replied to foe Duke of Leeds, that the 
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expreflion in the Addrefs to which he alluded, certainly was n6t 
intended to go the length of preventing negotiation, if a fair occa¬ 
sion, prefented itfelf. 

The Houfc that divided on the amendment; 

Contents 12 ; Not contents 95 

Proxies 12—107. 

The Addrefs was then carried, and ordered to be prefented to 
His Majcfty in the ufual form. 

Earl STANHOPE gave notice of flis intention to bring forward 
a motion, that Great Britain ought not to interfere in the internal 
affairs of France, on which he moved their Lordfhips to be fum- 
moned for Friday next. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved an amendment for Tuefday next, 
which was carried. 

Lift of the MINORITY, on the Amendment propofed by the 

Earl of Guilford. 


Bedford, Duke of 
Lanfdowne, Marquis of 
Earls, Albemarle, 

Buckinghamfhire, 

Derby, 

Guiltord, 

Taukerville, 


Earls, Thanct, 

Stanhope, 

Suffolk, 

Chedworth, Lord 
Lovel and Holland, 

(Earl of Eg moot, Ireland.) 


Total 12 


Wcdmfday, 31 ft December. 

The Houfe met, received the Report of the Addrefs, and ad- 

' joumed-to 

Tuefday , 6 th January. 

t 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE moved for certain accounts 
of the fees, perquifites, and gratuities received in the Public ^Offi¬ 
ces, &c. He faid, that as the cxpence of printing was very con- 
Jidcrable, and as they had been prefented to the Houfc of Commons, 
to fave cxpence, he wifhed that fimilar copies fhould be laid on 
their Lordfhips’ table with the appendix. Ordered accordingly. 

• The order of the day for proceeding further on the trial of War¬ 
ren Haftings, Efq. was, on the motion of. Lord Grenville, poft- 
• poned to Tuefday fe’nnight. 

Earl STANHOPE obferved, that fince he laft had the honoilr 
of debating the propoiition which he meant this night to offer to thdr 
lordfhips, the opinion of the country had been completely altered 
V0L.XLII. G 
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with regard to the war. The eyes of the people, , he faid, had 
been opened, and they faw the deftrudion which muft enfue to the 
country by perfevering in the prefent unfortunate and ruinous hofti- 
lities. If the motion which he would have the honour this, night 
of offering to the confideration of their Lordfhips ihould be negatived, 
he forefaw that ruin and deft ruction muft inevitably follow. He 
meant to atgue the queftion with temper; and he trufted, that con¬ 
trary to what he had formerly experienced. His Majefty’s Mini- 
fters would .argue with temper and moderation alfo. He had no 
doubt of proving the expediency of adopting his motion; and thofe 
who meant well to their country, w’ould join in facilitating the ob- 
je£t of this night’s debate. He undertook to prove that the ruin of 
the French finances was impoftible; and confequently to do away 
and deftroy that great argument which the Miniftcrs had always de¬ 
duced from what they alledged to be the exhaufted ftate of the French 
finances. However expedient, therefore, his motion might be, it 
was not on the Angle ground of experience, or even of policy, that 
he meant to found his arguments; but on the foundation of fub- 
ftantial juftice—What he had learnt in his youth, that juftice was 
an indifpenfable duty, he Ihould never forget; and if any thing were 
proved to him to be juft, that thing he would contend ought to be 
done. The French had folemnly difelaimcd the principle of inter¬ 
ference in the Government of odier countries, and from this, he 
concluded, that the Government of Great Britain had no right to 
interfere in the internal adminiftration of France. On this fubjeft 
two documents had been afforded by the French. At the clofc of 
the year 179a, when the French Ambaflador was in this country, 
he had tranfmitted an official note to the adminiftration, in which it 
was explicitly ftated, that it was not the intention of France to in¬ 
terfere in the Government of other nations. This was a fatisfa&ory 
explanation.—Soon afterwards the French thought proper to deftroy 
their Monarchy, and to form a Republican Government. The 
Republican Conftitution had been finally decreed; it was to confti- 
tute that mode of Government, under which they were in future 
to five.—-In the mean time a revolutionary fyftcm had been eftab- 
lifhedj which was to laft till the conclufion of the war. The 118th 
and 119th articles of the republican conftitutiqn contained the prin¬ 
ciples to be adopted in their conduit to foreign powers. The 118th 
article ftated, that- “ All free people are the natural friends and al¬ 
lies of the French nation.”—The 119th ftated, “ that the French 
Republic does not interfere in the Government of other nations. 
2 t does not fuffer other nations to interfere in its own." In the 
former year the gioffeft dclufion had been praltifed in the Houfe, 
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He did not mean to fay, that the dclulion was imputable to delign, 
but to want of information. The laft campaign had proved eveiy po¬ 
rtion which he had maintained with refpedt to the enthuiiafm of the 
French, their rcfources and finances, and had invariably difproved 
every argument that had been ufed by Minifters in contradi&ion to 
his portions. Firft, the idea had been held out that the French 
armies were a mere undifeiplined rabble, while the troops whom' 
they had to oppofe, were the fined and moft courageous in Europe. 
The French, however, had proved whether they were merely an 
undifeiplined rabble, or whether they were not fuperior to the mer¬ 
cenary and fervilebands which had been brought out in array againft 
them. In fad, the French Republic, for he would not, like fome 
other noble Lords, affed to call France a kingdom, was at prefent 
in pofTcfTion of the braved and bed organized army in Europe—an 
army equally formidable from its difeipline, its courage, and its 
numbers—which, by the lad datements to the Convention, 
amounted to no lefs than 1,200,000 men, difciplined firft by adVcr- 
lity, and aderwards by fucccfo. They neither wanted arms nor 
cloathing; they had been furnifhed in their conqucfts with enough 
of both thefc articles in addition to the immenfe quantity which they 
had made throughout the Republic. The next idea which was held 
out was, that of ftarving the French, an idea as abfurd as it was 
horrid and detcftablc. The humane fyftcm of ftarving 30 millions 
of people, was now, however, proved to be impracticable. He 
trufted, that they would hear no more of that accurfed fyftcm of 
ftarvation. “ Let me fhew you,” exclaimed his Lordfhip, “ what 
this threat produced in France. A man who had been driven from 
France by the tyranny of Roberfpicrre came to this country; I con¬ 
verted with him. I have a mother, and a family, he faid tome, 
frill in France; how then can I endure this idea of ftarving the 
people of France ? My Lords, it is the indignation occaffoned by 
this threat that has brought forth that fpirit, and thofe exertions 
which were made by the French laft year.” At the commencement 
of the prefent year, the French were inferior in naval force, and 
yet the number of ihips taken from this country, was infinitely 
fuperior to the number which this country had taken from them. 
In the Spring of this year, nay, perhaps at the prefertt moment,' 
their naval force was fuperior to the force of this country. Could 
they be ftarved therefore now, when they had fuch a force at fea ? 
Could they be ftarved, when they had obtained poflcfiion of the 
Palatinate and of Brabant, two of tlie moft fertile countries, and 
that too immediately after rite period of the harveft ; fo that what¬ 
ever danger there might fprmerly have been of a foarcity, was now 

Ga 
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entirely removed. The French were likewife occupied at prefent 
with tile fublime project of cutting a canal between the Palatinate , 
and the South of France, by which fupplies of provifion might be 
conveyed from the one to the other. Thus the two ideas which 
h^d been held out with a view of deluding the people of this country, 
h?d entirely failed ; equally delufive was the fyftem now held out 
with refpe£l to the French finances, from which it was contended 
that they would not be much longer able to carry on the war, from 
a total failure of their refourccs. The French finances were never 
fo fi.-ur idling as at the prefent moment; and therefore, he did con- 
fefs, that he was aftonifhed at the ignorance of Miniftcrs on the 
fubjed. It was ncccflary to take both fidcs of the account. By 
the confifcation of the property of the clergy and of the emigrants, 
the Fiench Government had collc&ed tbe enormous fum of 400 
millions fterling; they poffcilfd one third of the lands of France, 
bclides all the plunder, (that appellation was perhaps improper) 
whinh they.had drawn from the church and the gold and filver faints. 
With refpedt to the other fide of the account, he would take not 
his own account, but the unexamined account of the Minifter. 
By fonic it had been contended, that the French had iflfued affignats 
to the amount of 266 millions fterling. But fuppofing even that 
the iffue was greater that it amounted to 400 millions ; affignats 
were now at a depreciation of three-fourths per cent. 7 5 per cent. 
If therefore the French had iffiicd 400 millions, they would ftill, 
were they now to call in the depreciated affignats, 4 cavc a clear iur- 
plus of 300 millions fterling untouched. Such was the ftatc of 
their finances. But it had been faid they had fpent laft year 120 
or 'i 60 millions. What was the confequence ? That as the fourth 
part of 160 millions was 40 millions, they had only fpent 40 
millions. Perhaps their Lord (hips would afk, whether this was 
no lofs to individuals ? It was a lofs to individuals, but not to the 
Government. In the American war, American paper fell 94 per 
cent, but were the Americans therefore ruined ? No; that which 
had gone from the Government in a large mafs, had melted as it 
went, and returned^ fourth part lefs than its original file, or, ac¬ 
cording to the words of an excellent author, it had gone from them 
tile file of a fnow ball, and had returned to them no bigger than a 
nut. The,lofs divided among numerous individuals was felt by 
none, and it returned to the National Treafury diminiftied, who 
lffiied other paper to a large amount for the benefit of the State. 
This was the ftatc of the finances of France, and could afford no 
caufe of exultation to thofc who expected that the ftate of die French 
'ffcapccs offered a favourable profpedt to the enemies of peace. He 
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-infilled, that the finances of the Republic were fuch as to bid de- ■ 
fiance to the united efforts of Europe. It had been weak})' argued, 
he remarked, that the fuccefs of the Republic proceeded more from 
chance than wifdotn and defign; but this affertion was equally futile . 
with others made on the fame fubjetfh When aifignats were at 
par, they wifely iffued a prodigious quantity; and when the water 
was at its level, they allowed it to take its courfe. The afiign^ts.. 
which they iiffied at par have gradually diminished in value, till 
they have fallen at length 75 per cent, and by calling diem in when 
at this low price, they annihilate three-fourths of their national debt, 
and provided a fufficiency of funds for any given expenditure. It 
was a very heavy tax, he confeffcd, upon the people, but it fell 
not upon the Sans Culottes, but upon men of property, and confe- 
quently did not much difafllct the great body of the nation to foe 
general caufe. They had the policy not to deprive die nations whom 
they conquered of every thing ; they took from them indeed their 
fpccic, but in exchange they gave them afiignats, by which mcaps 
they contrived that they ihould have an intereft in common with 
the French Republic, and the fupport of the exifting Government. 

All the fucccffes of the French were yferibed to chance; but 
when he faw this and many other inftanccs of dexterous policy, he 
could not help confided ng them as proofs of the wifdom of the Go¬ 
vernment. If, therefore, it was unjuft to opprefs a people becaufe 
they were weak, it was folly to opprefs them becaufc they were 
ftrong. He remembered the language held on the American war. 

“ You have paffed the Rubicon," it was faid then ; “ you muft cither 
kill them or they will kill you. The fame argument was now at¬ 
tempted to be ufed. He defired the Houfc to contemplate the con- 
fcqucnccs of the probable j until ion of the Dutch and Spanifti navies 
to the French navy. “ If you afk me with whom yteu arc to make 
_peace, I fhall reply,'with thofe with whom you make war; with the 
Republic of France, one and indivifiblc ; with thofe men whofe. 
Republican conftancy, whofe Republican courage, whofe Republican, 
ardour, has made vi&ory the order of the day. Wliat have you 
loft, it is alkcd r Yes, you have gained fome iflands, but you 
have loft Holland. You have loft 130,000 of the allies ; you 
have loft the Auftrian Low Countries. You have loft half foe ba-f 
lance of your trade. You luvc loft what is more important than; 
all thefc, you have loft your charadfsr of being the friends of general 
liberty and peace. On this account, my Lords, I fubmit to your 
Lord (hips, w'ith the utmoft finccrity, the following refolution :-r- 
“ That this country ought not, and will not, interfere in the in¬ 
ternal affairs of France i and that it is expedient explicit!/ to de- i 
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dare the feme. *' All interference in the internal affairs of a country 
was contrary to every law of natural jufticc, and a direlt violation 
of the imprefcriptible rights of man, and therefore no political ex¬ 
pediency could juftify it, and if unjuft, it was proper that fuch a 
conduit fhould be openly renounced. 

The Earl of CARLISLE objected to the motion, from the 
vogue indeterminate form in which it had been introduced. He 
.confeffed himfelf much at a lofs, from this circumftance, to make 
any reply to it. He allowed that, in certain circumftanccs, and in 
' a certain fenfe, an interference in the internal affairs of France 
would be highly unjuftifiable. He difavowed this interference to 
be the object of the prefent war. It was not againft a Republic 
that we dire&cd our arms, merely bccaufe it was a Republic, but 
becaufe it threatened Europe with deftrudion, and avowed prin¬ 
ciples of hoftility againft every eftabliihed Government. A monfter 
bad fallicd forth from its den, and menaced the adjoining territory 
with ruin and devaftation. It was not fufticicnt to chafe it back 
to ita retreat; it was ncceffary to hedge it in, and to fecure our- 
felves from any future attack. When America adopted a Repu¬ 
blican form of Government, which was compatible with the fafety 
of Europe, we did not interfere in its dcci lions; but when the 
able hand of Waftiington ceafcs to conduit the rudder, and twift 
the cable of the State, who knows what may be the confequcnce ? 
'If they run wild and become outrageous like the French, then the 
arm of coinpreflion muft be raifed to compel them to order. No 
companion between America and France on their prefent relative 
fituation to this country could poflibly apply. He recurred to the 
declaration of the 9th of November, and fubfequent proceedings of 
France, fo violent and hoftile to this country, as to render war 
unavoidable on bur part; and could not fee in the prefent circumftanccs 
how peace could be made on honourable terms, and fo as to fecure 
foe tranquillity and indcpcndancc of Europe. He deprecated bring¬ 
ing forward motions of that fort, arid would get rid of it by moving 
the qlieftion of ajoumment. 

Lord ABINGDON faid, does not the noble Lord know that 
retaliation muft always take place, that if France attacked us we 
had a right to defend ourfelves ? An eye for an eye, and a tooth 
for a tooth. 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, that not being prefent bn the iirft day 
of the fefiion, he would trcfpafs longer on the time of the Houfe 
than he would have from any thing connc&cd with the noble Earl’s 
motion, which he agreed with thofe that preceded him ought only 
10 be met in a general way. He had fome perfonal reafons for 
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wiftiing to fpeak generally on the fubjed of the 'war, he had the 
bed opportunities of being acquainted thoroughly with the comment 
cement of it, and took to himfelf the refponlibility of any (hare he, 
from his lituation, might have had in it at that time. He ad¬ 
mitted much that had been laid of the fuccelTes of France, and die 
disappointments that we had met with in fome of our alliances ; to 
thefc, and other unforefeen circumdances, more than to any energy 
in the French. Government, hp aferibed the didrefles of our fitua- 
tion ; which, however, he thought in no degree fo defperate as .to 
make us defpond, and from midaken timidity conclude a peace on 
any terms, however diihonourable or infccurc they might be ; and 
fuch alone w'crc the terms to be expend, if we followed the noble 
Earl’s reafoning, or adopted his motion. He acknowledged that' 
France was a much more formidable enemy than he had ever 
thought die could have been under her prefent fydc'm. He ad¬ 
mitted the alrnoft unrefifted progrefs of her arms: that (he was in 
poffefiion of Audrian Netherlands was true ; and likewifewe might 
look on Holland as lod for a time—be faid, for a time, from the 
great reliance which he placed on our navy, which was at this time 
nearly double in point of drength to what it had betn at the fame 
period of any former war: on the other hand, it was fair to (late 
that the naval force of France was very confiderable ; and what was 
more to be feared, was the poflibility of her getting pofleffion of 
the naval force of other countries. He dill objected to the motion, 
as not the bed means of procuring peace, though it was ever fo de- 
iirable \ he had always wilhcd for a fafp and honourable peace, but 
that could not be obtained in any other way but by a vigorous pro- 
fecution of the war. He had thought fuch a peace ought to be had 
as would get for this country indemnity for the pad and fccurity 
for the future ; but quedions of that fort varied in all wars, ac¬ 
cording to the eventual circumdanccs infcparable from their profe- 
cution. Ho declared himfelf more inclined that France (hould have 
a monarchial Government, but would not go the length to fay that 
that was a fine qua nan , upon which a fccurc peace could bp made. 
Ho differed from the noble Earl in thinking that there was any 
Conditution yet framed for France, that would be a&cd upon, 
even if there was a peace. For his own part, he (hould acknow¬ 
ledge the Republic of France with confiderable rdudance, though 
he fairly admitted that he did not confider that the fpecific objed of 
the war was the edablifhment of the French Monarchy. The 
conqucds which this country might make, he (hould put but of his 
confideration. Conqucds were never a fdfficient indemnity for a 
war; and their Lordlhips fc would recoiled, that the ftrength of 
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countries confifted not in the extenfion of territories, but in their 
relative ftrength. Till, therefore, the nccefljty of adopting the 
trentus pacem td dextras tendamus inermes fhould be proved, he fhould 
vote for the profccution of the war. He was fure that, by keeping 

■ on high grounds, we were the more likely to obtain an honourable 
peace. The conduit of the war was not before the Houfe. He 
argued at length upon the extravagant wa^le of the refourccs of 
France, which he did not consider as incxaufiible; neither did he 

■ think our own were in any very bad hare. 

Lord SCARBOROUGH fpokc againft the motion. The noble 
mover, he faid, had profelled it as his object that juftice fhould be 
done; in his opinion, the noble Earls motion went to have juftice 
done on extraordinary grounds indeed, “ fiat juJHcia ruat caelum ” 

The Earl of MANSFIELD, though lie wifhed to avoid meet¬ 
ing the queftion diredlly, thought himfeK obliged to fay fomething 
from what had fallen from the noble mover. He would never 
fuffer his arguments on the law of nations to be carried to fuch a 
length.as the noble Lord had ufed them, and was fir from thinking 
that any author bn that fubjedt had ever attempted to carry them fo 
far; neither would he imitate the noble Lord's confidence in his opi¬ 
nions by equal confidence in his own, nor anfwcr him by aflertion 
fbr aflertion. He agreed perfectly wuh the noble Lord in the blue 
ribbon, that our entering into this war was no interference on our 
part with the internal Government of France. When, bcf>re 
the commencement of the war, they had carried their mad revolu¬ 
tionary fyrtem fo far, and had avowedly declared their purpofc to 
be the total annihilation of this and eviery other eftablifhed form of 
Government, would anv man call our defending ourfclves from 
fuch imminent and vilib'e danger, an improper interference r As 
well if you met a man with a drawn dagger in his hand* who de¬ 
clared he mearit to murder you the firft opportunity, might it be 
called an improper interference to difarm him if you could ? He 
would flute another waj iu which our interference would be proper. 
When there were two diilind patties in a country nearly equal, one 
contending for th<f power of ruling at their own diferetion, and the 
ftruggling, in order to get rid of that tyranny and oppreflion 
jphich is the certain confequcnce of anarchy and diforder, he would 
- ray, as he had done lait year, as far as that was the fituation of 
France, it was the duty of this country to afM the royalifts' then 
in preferring the monarchical form of Government, as mod con¬ 
ducive to our own intereft, and the general tranquillity of Europe ; 

‘ a (id this he would always advife, whatever price it might coft, and 
even at the rilk of a civil war in that country. 
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To call France a Republic, he confideipd to be flandering all 
real Republics. On the variety of republican Governments he 
defcanted at length. For examples of interference in die internal 
government of other countries, he recurred to the HKlory of Eng* 
land firft, and a£ked who blamed the Queen of England for uniting 
with Henry IV. for the puipofe of reftoring Monarchy ? He defined 
them to look to the peace of Weftphalia, after a thirty years war* 
Wa$ there not, in that infhnce, an interference with the Govern¬ 
ment of Germany ? And the hiftory of this war it was the duly of 
every Statcfimn to ftudy, though the talk was laborious ; a friend 
of his at Ratilbon had (hewn him eighty folio volumes of it, which 
he regretted he had not thoroughly read. Look to the grand alli¬ 
ance—Was there no interference with refpedl to the Treaty of Sue* 
ceffion ? To the Treaty of Utrecht, in which it would be found 
as an article, that France and Spain were never to be united, even 
if they defired it, and laftly, to our interference with Holland in 
the year 1787, fo much approved by all parties. He then far* 
caftically complimented the wonderful ability with which the noble 
Earl put in the feme way arguments diametrically oppofite to each 
other on the fubjeft of French finance; laft year he rated their 
finances high, becaufe they rated their aflignats at par; and this 
year he rated them high, becaufe they were feventy-five per cent, 
below par, one fourth of their value ; this reminded him of a line 
in one of Dryden’s old plays, with which he would conclude: $ 
lover fays, 

“ My wound is great, becaufe it is fo fmall,” 
which the Duke of Buckingham ridiculed in the Rchcarfal, 

M Then ’twould be greater, were it not at all.’ 1 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE feid he did not rife to defend 
the motion, nor to fpeak on at it length. He always had consider¬ 
ed the objedt of all wars to be the attainment of an honourable peac$, 
and that every means fhould be taken to produce that effldt. No¬ 
thing could give him greater pleafurc than foe temper with which 
the debate had been conduced that night, and the juft, fair, libe¬ 
ral, manly, and candid declarations on the fubjedfc of interference 
with the internal governments of other countries, which had been 
made by almoft all the noble Lords who had fpoken ; hepaid many 
compliments to his noble friend, though he feldom carried his fen- 
tlmcnts to fo great a length as his noble friend, from the beft inten¬ 
tion and pureft motives, often did, in fpeaking his mind in that 
Houfe; nor could he go with him to the degree which the motion 
held out; he was for, however, from regretting that the {ubjc& had 
Vol. XLlL H 
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been brought forward^ and trufted that another motion would be 
made either by the noble Earl, or from any other quarter, and no¬ 
tice given of it at a proper diftance of time, that noble Lords might 
be, able to digeft the nature of it, and come prepared for a folemn 
difijuflion of fo important a furfjedt. He had another motive for 
xifingj He had feen a paper in the Leyden Gazette, which had 
been very inaccurately tranflated in the Englifli papers, and it was 
a paper of fuch a nature, as at the fame time that it mud afford 
univerfal fatisfa&ion, merited the moil ferious attention of that Houfe 
and the country; this paper contained a declaration, on the part of 
France^ difavowing that the Government of that country had come 
to any refplution or decree not to treat with any nation that was not 
under a republican form of Government; it not only difavowed 
this, but declared their rcadinefs and inclination to treat with all 
nations, under whatever form of Government; the Report was ably 
drawn up, and, in his mind, an important (lep towards the refto- 
ration of tranquillity in Europe. He wifhed England had been the 
firft to make fuch a declaration; and he trufted (he would not be 
the laft to difavow every fentiment of a contrary nature. The pre- 
fent lituation of the country called for it: he did not now* mean to 
argue the principles upon which the w r ar was carried on, or the 
manner in which it had been conduced; the Iloufe did not come 
prepared for that difeufiion \ but they ought not to difmifs from 
their view the rapidity with which France had made conquefls ; the 
certainty that (he had determined on a winter campaign in all quar- 
' ters ; and the extraordinary and increafing progrefs of her fuqccfles. 
On the fubjedt of this country making acquilitions by a continuance 
of war, he had always held the fame opinion ; it was long ago de¬ 
livered in that Houfe by Queen Elizabeth ; fhc told her Parliament, 
1 “ I know how I can get conqucfts, and how I can extend my 
territories ; but who will teach me hqw to keep them ; and w ill 
they Contribute to the happinefs of my people ?” What is the ac- 
'(Juifition of Martinique to the lofs of Holland ? His Lordfhip ob- 
ferved, that fomc words he had fpoken in a former debate had been 
milreprefented, not intentionally he was furc, in one of the beft* 
informed, inoft accurate, and mod ufeful of the morning papers, 
the probity of* whofc reports he had often noticed.—[His Lordfliip 
is fuppofed to have alluded to the Morning Chronicle.]—He was 
fuppofed to have faid that Martinique was loft; whereas his words 
were, that if the negligence of the French was not equal to our own, 
in ail probability the whole of thofe iflands would be loft j Rating, 
at foe fame time, that while Sir Charles Grey was there, he was 
convinced our portion would be ably maintained. From foe gene- 
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fal temper of the Houfe, he was; happy to forebode unanimity amongft 
all parties, in promoting, what muftbe the great object of all, and' 
the highcft bleffing that could be given to the country—an honour¬ 
able peace ; by which they would avoid, in the prefent inftaqpc, all 
the diifentions, horrors, and difeord that diftra&cd the country in 
1782. Harih words had been ufed in this country againft the 
French, and they had produced in France harfh words againft this 
country. The Government would do well to try now, whether foft 
words here would not have die effedt to produce foft words in re¬ 
turn from the French. 

Earl STANHOPE, in reply, alluded to the Earl of Mansfield’s 
fpecch, and contended that it was becaufc he would avoid a thirty, 
years war, that hp wifhed to interfere in the internal government of, 
France. A noble Lord, on a former day, had ufed the word 
“ fteady.” Steady he would be in principles that he thought were 
right, and ftcadily would he defend them to die lad moment of his 
life. It was therefore his intention to divide the Houfe on his mo¬ 
tion. He concluded by declaring that he would always continue a 
firm friend to the interefts of the people, the rights of man, and the 
liberty and happinefs of mankind. 

The Duke of BEDFORD difapproved of the motion, both be- 
caufe it was in itfelf an abftracV propofition, which could ferve no 
valuable end, and bccaufe he could not entirely agree to the words’ 
or the manner in which the noble Earl fupported it. Still anxious 
that this important queftion might be fully and fairly met, his 
Grace gave notice, that this day fortnight he ihould bring the fub-' 
jc£t again before the Houfe in another lhape. 

The Houfe now divided on Earl Stanhope’s motion: 1 
Not Contents, 61 ; Contents, t. Majority 60. 


PROTEST of Earl STANHOPE, 

I Diflenticnt, * 

Firft, Becaufc the motion made for the Houfe to adjourn, Was profefled* 
ly intended to get rid of the following refolution, videlicet, ** Refolved, 
“ That this country ought not, and will not, interfere in the internal* 
“ affairs of Fiance; and that it is expedient explicitly to declare tht 
« fame.” 

Second, Becaufe I hold that it is contrary both to equity and policy 
for any foreign country to interfere in the internal affairs or confhtutioA 
of the French Republic, or of any other independent nation. 

Third, Becaufe the Government of Great Britain (not having been eleA* 
edby the citizens of France) can have no more right to give to France t 
Monarchical, or other form of Government whatever, than the. crowned 
Defpots of Pruffia and qf lluffia had to overturn thp free coqfiiturioa qf 

jww unhappy Polandf 
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Fourth, Becaufe I heartily (tffapprove and reprobate the do&rine ad¬ 
vanced by Minifters in the .debate; namely, “ That to reftore the an- 
** cient and hereditary Monarchy of France no expence lhould be fpared.” 
And I reprobate that pernicious and uncivic doctrine the more iirongly, 
from its not - having been fuddenly, haftily, or inponfiderately ftarted; 
bqt from its having been taken up (as it was folcmnly declared) upoa 
<he utmok deliberation, 

Fifth, Becaufe I deem it to be an injuftice committed by Minifters to* 
wards my fellow citizens, to adopt a principle which (hall render it ne- 
, cellary for the Government of Great Biitain to lay farther heavy bur¬ 
dens upon the people, and to tax their houfes, their windows, their beds, 
their candles, their flioes, and many other conveniences, and the necef- 
faries of life, in order to provide a fund to attempt the accomp'ilhment of 
fuch a wicked purpoft as aforefaid. 

Sixth, Becaufe the propofed refolution above dated, was intended by 
a* a f* fuletnn pledge” that the Government of this nation would 
pot interfere in the internal affairs of France; but the refui'al of the 
Houfe to give fuch a pledge, tends to flint the door to peace ; and con* 
fequcntly'tends to infure the ruin of this manufacturing, commercial, 
pud once happy country 5 particulaily confidering the increafed, and 
rapidly increalipg, flrength pf the navy of the French Republic, inde¬ 
pendently of the profpeft there is of their having the navies of Holland 
iapd Spain under their immediate influence. 

Seventh, Becaufe the public funds, the paper currency, and the 
public and private credit of this country, will probably be unequal to 
flahd againit the tretnepdous fltock to which Minifters will pow expofe 
them. 


Eighth, Becaufe I think that franknefs, fairnefs, humanity, and the 
principles of honefty, and of julVtce, are always, in the end, the bell 
policy. And I belieye it to be true, in regard to nations (as well as with 
relpe& to individuals) that “ nothing that is not juft can be wife, or 
likely to be ultimately profperous.” 

Ninth, Becauie I lament the more, that the Houfe lhould refufe to 
difclaim the interfering in the internal conftitution of France, inafmucji 
as by the new conftitution of the French Republic, Ope and Indivifible, 
adopted by the prefent National Convention, on the twenty-third day of 
June, in the year one thoufand feven hundred and ninety-three, and 
under the title of “ the Relation of the French Republic with Foreign 
Nations,” and by the articles 118 and ; 19 of that conftitution, it is de¬ 
clared and ena&ed, that 


si 


The French people is the friend and natural ally of every free na¬ 
tion. It.does not interfere with the government of other nations; it 
V does not* fuffcr that other nations lhould interfere with its own.*) 

■ SA*frank, fofair, and fo explicit a declaration on their part, did, in 

* |py opinion, entitle them to a Dettcr fpccjesof return. 

. Tenth, Becaufe I conceive that a true republican form of Government, 
being firmly eftablilhed in France, is much more fefe for the liberties of 
yhe people of Great Britain, than the tyrannical, capricious, perfidious, 
fecret, intriguing, and reltlefs ancient monarchy of France; or than any 
. pther monarchy they could there eftablifll; but even if I were of a direft 

* way of thinking, I would not be guilty of the grofs injuftice of 

to force a monarchy upon them, contrary to their inclina- 

, Eleventh,- Becaufe I think that no war ought to be continued, that 
proper lipe pf jpoderationg be avoided; gpdthc more cfpecially 
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with refpeft to the French people, who, by their republican exertions, 
republican enthufiafm, tad republican course, have made vi&ory the 
almoft conftant ** Order of the Day.** 

Twelfth, Becaufe the continuing offuch a bloody conteft, without net 
ceffity, appears to me to be a profane tempting of Divine Providence, ia 
wheie benign and almighty hands the Tate of battles and of empires it 
placed. 

Thirteenth, Becaufe I wilh to wafli my hands entirely of all the in¬ 
nocent blood that may be died in this war with France, of all the carnage 
which may take place, and of all the deftru&ion, confufion, and deva£» v 
tation (perhaps in Great Britain itfelf) which may enfue. 

Fourteenth, Becaufe it was my objed to preclude the Government of 
pieat Britain fiom attempting to ftir up, oi excite infurre&ions in La 
Vendee, or any other department of the French Republic; and the reft* 
lution I moved was well calculated for that puipofe. 

And Fifteenth, Becaufe the maxim of “ Do not to others that which 
you would not wilh done to yourfelf,” is an uneinng rule, founded upon 
the dear principle of juftice, that is to fay, of Equality of Rights. It 
is upon that ftrong and folid ground that I make my Hand; and ail pub¬ 
lic men, m order to meiit the confidence of the Bntilh people, muft (hew 
theii determination to ad with franknefs, and with unequivocal good 
laith and juftice towards the French Republic. 

Having upon this moil impoitant and momentous fubjed frequently 
Rood alone, and having alfo been upon this lad occafion totally unfup* 
ported in the divifion, if I (hould therefore ceafe, at prefent, to attend 
this Houfc, (where I have been placed b? the mere accident of birth) fuck 
of my fellow-citizens as are friends to freedom, and who may chance to 
read this my folemn proteft, will find, that I have not altered my fenti- 
ments or opinions, and that I have not changed any of my principles! 
for my principles never can be changed. 

And thofe fellow-citizens will alio find that I hereby pledge myfelf to 
my country, that I (hall continue, what I ever have been, a zealous and 
unfluken friend to peace, to juftice, and to liberty, political, ciyil, and 
religious; and that I am determined to die (as 1 have lived) a firm and 
Ready fupportei of the unalienable rights and of the happinefs of all roan* 
kind, 

STANHOPE. 


Tuefday , I $th January. 

The order of die day for proceeding farther in the trial of War¬ 
ren Haftings, Efq. being read, 

A motion was made. That a Committee be appointed on Thurfc 
day fe’nnight, to fearch for precedents with refpe& to the mode of 
proceeding in giving judgement. Ordered. 

Turfday, 7.0th January* 

Upon the motion of the Duke of Bedford, foe order which Rood 
for to-day, was poftponed till Tuefday next 4 and foe Lords ordered 
fo be fummoned, 
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, fVednrfday, zijl January. 

His Majcfty’s commifiion was read, by virtue of which the Royal 

affent was given to the Land and Malt-tax bills. 

• ¥ 

Tucfdaj) 27 th January. 

The Committee appointed to infpcCt precedents rcfpeCting the 
mode of proceeding on the trial of Warren Haiti ngs, Efq. reported 
progrefs. 

The order of the day being read, 

The Duke of BEDFORD called their Lordihips’attention to 
the motion upon which their Lordihips had been fummoned, and 
of which the precife words had been laid on the table. It was a 
fubjeft of great importance to this country, and to Europe. It was 
fffential that their Lordihips Ihould clearly underftand upon what 
plan they were to continue the war in future ; the people of this 
Country ought to be diflinCtly told what they were fighting for; and 
it was neccltary that the people of France ihould know what they 
Were fighting againft. If their Lordihips fhould think fit to nega¬ 
tive his motion, they would render the profpeft of peace more def- 
perate than even the proceedings of Minifters, or more particularly 
4 hei?‘language, and the language of their friends. That language 
the French muft have heard ; and it would well become their Lord¬ 
ihips' wifdom to obviate by their votes the ill effc&s it fo evidently 
tended to produce. It would well become them to (hew the people 
Hit this country, and the world at large, that the Houfe of Lords 
Was not a party to the violence which the language of Minifters was 
calculated to cherifh and foment. Their Lordihips had never held 
fuch language, and therefore he was not calling upon them to con¬ 
tradict themfelves, by alkingthem to difavow it. To do this, ap¬ 
peared- 9 o be abfolutely neceflgry at the prefent moment, in order to 
put a flop to the calamities which it had brought upon Europe. 
Their Lordihips had often heard it afterted, that this was a war 
vfeu* ad mfcrHmWw—-language unfit for the moft barbarous times; 
•Tentiment fo fraught with cruelty, and fo dangerous to the prin¬ 
ciples of all good government, that to call upon their Lordihips to 
contradict it, was to call upon their policy as well as their jufticc. 
The war, in its commencement, he admitted to have been approved 
pf by a great majority That majority had been obtained by delu- 
lon, and by appeals to the palfions. The fame means were ftill 
employed to impede the increaling unpopularity of the war, but could 
fwt, as their Lordihips muft feel, operate much longer. When a 
jprojpofition had at any time been brought forward for taking any fte]p$ 
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towards peace, ' it had heeri contended, that to do fp would .tie up 
the hands of Miniftcrs, and oblige them to accept of whatever term* 
the enemy thought fit to grant. His motion had no fuch tendency; 
all he afked their Lordfhips to declare was, that they were ready to 
accede to peace, as foon as it could be obtained with fafety and with 
honour. He was aware that the fame delulions would be,again 
pradtifed to impofe upon their Lordfhips’ judgement, the fameeic- 
citemcnts applied to roufe their paflions. They would be told, that 
although peace was highly defirable, this was not the proper time 
for obtaining it. His motion would bind dieir'Lordfhips to no par¬ 
ticular time, but leave both time and terms to the difcrction of His 
Majefty’s Miniftcrs, who were refponfibie for their exercife of that 
diferetion. The common aiguments againft every proportion tend- 1 
ing to facilitate the attainment of peace, were, that no jpeace con¬ 
cluded with the prefent Government of France could be permanent; 
that to fue for peace would be as injurious to our intcreft asincon- 
fiftent with our honour. Now', no man who recommended re¬ 
moving the obftacles to peace, had ever propofed fuing for it; no 
man had ever uttered the word. Much as he thought peace to be 
defired, he would fcorn to fue for it. Next was alledged the dan¬ 
ger to this country, from the introduction of French principles-; our 
allies, it was faid, were preparing to make greater exertions ; and 
the defperate fituation of the French finances rendered it impoilible 
for them to continue the war on the fame extended fcale of opera¬ 
tions that had hitherto baffled our efforts. Then, feeling the in- 
fufficicncy of their own arguments, Miniftcrs attacked the paffioiis 
of their Lordfhips, and told them that the war was the caufe of hu¬ 
manity, of religion, and of God. 

To ncgociatc, Miniftcrs faid, would be difhonourablc. How, 
they afked, could we make the firft overtures for peace, when it 
was notorious that the French had been the aggrefibrs ? The quef- 
tion of aggrefflon was by no means fo clear as they chofe to rcprefent 
it; but, admitting it to be fo, let their Lordfhips confider what 
endlefs fcencs of blood Europe muft have exhibited, had it been the 
predominant principle of courts that no State could, without difhp- 
nour, manifeft a difpofttion to peace, unlefs it had been the aggref- 
for in the commencement of war. We had often offered to treat 
when our arms were fuccefsful, although we had not been the ag- 
greffors; and in the American war, which was unfuccefsful, we . 
had even fufpended offenlive operations is a preliminary to negoci- 
atjon. To prove that the French had been the aggreffofs, the de¬ 
cree of November 19, 1792, had been much inlifted upon; and 
die argument came with greater weight from being urged foon after 

a 
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{heir Lordfhips, in a dutiful addrefs, had exprefled their approba¬ 
tion of a fpeech from the Throne, in which His Majefty told them , 
tint he had carefully' abftained from all interference in the affairs 
of France—*and that in all the difputes between the Continental 
Powers, he had obferved a drift neutrality. He was ready to ad* 
ofeiit, that we had a right to interfere in the internal Government of 
France, if the French declared an intention of interfering in ours. 
But let their Lordfhips call to mind how anxious the French had 
been to retraft this declaration. Their Minifter for foreign affairs 
offered any explanation that might be requited. The fame incli¬ 
nation was (hewn by fpeeches in the Convention. After a fpeech 
by Danton, fetting forth, that although friends to the liberty of all 
mankind, they ought to correft the errors of momentary enthuliafm, 
a decree wps palled, declaring that the French would not interfere 
in the Government of other countries; and in their new Conllitution 
an article was inferted, that they would not interfere in the Go¬ 
vernment of any other people, nor fuffer any other people to inter¬ 
fere in theirs. They had, therefore, renounced this otfenfive prin¬ 
ciple, and we ought to do fo too. In anfwer to the affertion, that 
iio permanent peace could be made with the prefent French Govern¬ 
ment, he was almoft afhamed to (late what he had formerly urged, 
but with fo little impreflion, that none of their Lordfhips thought 
it even worthy of being refuted. He thought it, however, fo con- 
clufive, that till he could call their Lordfhips 1 attention to it, he 
fhould not ceafe to urge it, and when refuted, he fhould bow with 
fbbmiffion to better reafoning than his own. What then was a per¬ 
manent peace ? Where, in the hiftory of Europe, was a permanent 
peace to be found, in the abfolute fenfc of tire word ? A permanent 
peace, in any rational and praftical acceptation of the term, was a 
peace on fuch condition as each of the contrafting parties had a right 
to expeft. An equitable peace was the only one likely to be per¬ 
manent ; for a nation, compelled to accept of any other, fmarting 
under a fenfe of injury, would obferve it no longer than weaknefs 
and neceflity compelled. Were he to argue on relative permanence, 
h£ fhould think it more probable that peace with a Republic muft 
be more lading than with a Monarchy, either abfolute or limited. 
In a Republic the queflion of peace or war muft be examined by 
many minds, it muft be debated and canvafted by numerous bodies 
of men; whereas in a Monarchy a jingle individual might decide \ 
jttld while human judgment was liable to miftake, the dccifton of one 
perfon muft be lefs to be relied upon than that of feveral. Their 
Lordfhips were exhorted to perfevere in the war, becaufe of the 
-danger to be apprehended from the introduftkm of French princi- 
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pies. Were Englifhmen, then, fo difafftdted to the Conftitudon ( • 
were they fo partial to the inftitutions of other countries, in prefer* 
ence to thofe of their own, as to be ready to abandon* them on the 
firft fuggeftion ? French Jacobins would come into this country.’ 
Who were thefe Jacobins ? Were they the Members of the Jacobin 
Club; or was it meant to brand the whole people of France wijft 
the name of Jacobin ? But, in what lituation would the French Ja-^ 
cobin come here ? Was there any thing fo peculiarly captivating ill 
his language or addrefs, as to make him formidable ? He muft tell 
the people of this country, “ Do as we have done in France: de¬ 
ft roy your Monarchy; abolifti the Houfe of Lords, difmifs the , 
Houfe of Commons, (weep away all your ancient inftitutions, and 
eftablifh liberty and equality.” The Englifhman would hardly^be 
fo dull as not to afk, ** What have you eftablifhed in the room of, 
all you have abolifhed ; and how do you know that what you pn>- 
mife jvould be better than what I poflefshe would afk, “ How 
came you to forfakc all the bleflings of your own liberty to come 
here, where you fay there is none?” If the Jacobin ihould re¬ 
ply, that his universal philanthropy had induced him to become a 
voluntary exile, to relinquifti the bleflings of liberty at home, in 
order to preach liberty to Grangers, the Englifhman would proba¬ 
bly afk, “ What have you gained by your liberty, and what have 
you fuffered ? Is not your agriculture impaired, your manufac¬ 
tures and commerce ruined, poverty and want brought upon your 
citizens who haye furvived the prifons, or efcaped die executions 
and the flaughter to which you have been led without diftihftioh 
Do you not at ptefent mourn the lofs of friends or relations, who 
have fallen by the hand of the executioner, or the fword of die 
enemy.” Hq had heard much of the introduftion of French mohey 
into this country, by Jacobins. The deftru&ion of the Jacobins at 
Paris was once faid to be the object of the war. That was now < 
effedted by the French themfelves, fur the Convention had fhut up 
the Hall, and decreed that the Club fhould meet no more. Where 
were thefe Jacobins to get the money ? If the fituation of France 
were fuch as Minifters deferibed it, even the Government codjfil 
not afford to fend money out of the country. But were the people 
of this country to be fo calumniated as to fay, that they were fo et- 
fily to be deluded out of their principles, and out of their attachment 
to the inftitutions of their anceftors ? 

The next argument for perfifting in the war was drawn from tfit 
inercafed and more vigorous exertions to be made by our sllies, 
and the defpeiatc ftate of the French finances. Much more vigor-* 
V ol« XLII. 1 
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dus indeed than we had hitherto experienced muft be the exertions 
of .6ur allies, in order to be of much avail. Need he remind their 
JLprdfhips that they did not now hear thefe arguments for the firft 
^Sias; that they had heard them often, and repeatedly been dcceiv- 
qSt? Everyone of the declarations made by Minifters had been con¬ 
tradicted by events. This did not reft on his aflertion. Let their 
''^brdftiipa look at the proceedings in tlic Diet of Ratiibone. 
ThVre they would find that the principal members of the Germanic 
fibdy, far from being in a condition to make more vigorous excr- 
turns, were convinced of the necefiity of endeavouring to obtain 
-peace. Even the Emperor, in quality of the Duke of Auftria, did 
hot feem averfe to peace, although his Minifters did not dirc&ly 
accede to the refolution. They propofed a middle courfe, that the 
whole (hould be referred to the Emperor, as head of the Germanie 
body. The Emperor did not oppofc a propofition for peace, he 
only wifhed the time and the mode to be referred to himfelf* For 
this : there might be weighty reafons. He had not yet got the fix 
bullions our Minifters had engaged to lend him. When he was 
fore of the money, he might then think it a fit time to open nego¬ 
tiations. Even the King of Frufiia had acceded to the pacific re¬ 
solution, which was drawn up in the ftrongeft and moft explicit 
terms. Could their Lordftiips hope for greater exertions on the 
put of theft. allies ?—Even if they were willing, it was obvious 
wepe not able, and that their fituations and profpe&s, if 
t$*p war muft be continued, were much more defperate than at the 
commencement of either of the former campaigns. With refpedt 
to. the finances of France, he did not pretend to pofiefs fufficient 
information for fuch a detail, as it would become him to fubmit 
in argument to their Lordftiips: but bis general conclufion was, 
$hat they were by no means fo exhaufted, as Minifters wiflied us 
to believe. But, fuppofing them to be exhaufted, could We ruin the 
country r—Certainly not.—While there was property in the coun* 
ffie Government would find means to get it, for the purpofc 
maintaining theft 1 armies; while the people were convinced that 
war was a War of extermination, or fubmilfion to the will of a 
ipj-eign dnemy, they would (acrificc their property; as, who among 
me ir Lordftiips, under fimilar circumftances, would not give up for 
jthe common defence nine-tenths of all that he pofieffed ? If we 
not ruin them in finance, could we hope to outnumber them? 
Tfcieir population was one-feventh of all Europe, and add to this 
iie.cxtentive acquifition they had made, with the pofleflion of all 
liblland, where they had not entered as an enemy, but been re- 
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ccivcd as an ally; where it was well Known that the nriajority qf 
the people were their friends ; where they would receive fubftantb$ 
co-operation, and inftcad of having to retain the country as a coil* 
queft which it was necellaiy to guard. When he came to examine 
the other arguments, he found only attempts to excite their Lord' 
(hips' paflions. He had heard their feelings played upon, by telling 
them that they were embarked in the caufe of humanity and of God. 
When we fird embarked in the war, it might perhaps have beertf* 
thought the caufe of humanity, although he had never conliddred 
it in that light. It might have been imagined that we undertook* 
it to fave the life of an unfortunate, but much to be lamented Mo¬ 
narch. Soon, however, were we undeceived, and great reafbn had 
wc to fear that the mode of our interference accelerated the cruel 
event we deplored.—But it was now called a war in the caufe of 
humanity; Mi aiders had declared what had been the confcquenccs 
of out; hoftility. It had produced, they faid, the fydem of tenor, 
at which they railed, and juftly railed. It had produced the de¬ 
preciation of a di gnats, and that was followed up by the fyftenp ’df 5, 
fear, with all it horrid train of imprifonment, rapine, infunn&R^ 
murder, and miflacre. They mud then admit, that their policy 
had aggravated the evils they took up arms to prevent; that jt hSa 
fpread fear, oppreflion, and blood over the furface of France. If 
their fydem of war had produced all thefe confequcnces, let them 
not boad of it; let it no more be called a war of humanity. Was 
the death of fifty thoufand Britifh fubje&s who had fallen in die 
war, of hundreds of thoufands of innocent foldiers on all fides, for 
to the foldiers could not be imputed the guilt of the leaders, they 
obeyed, a circuindancc favourable to the caufe of humanity ? Lad 
year it was faid the fydem of terror could not lad, and the prcdic- • 
tion had been fulfilled. This year, a new fet of men were in 
pofTcfiion of the French Government, a new Committee of Public 
Safety adting on new principles, and Mi aiders then laid the fydem 
of moderation could not lad. A Committee of Government receiv¬ 
ing fo many new members every month in the room of others going 
out by rotation, that men might not be tempted to commit crime? 
from the hope of impunity in the permanence of their power, wa? 
fomething they could not poflibly endure. Here, and he gave them 
credit for it, they feemed to be actuated by fellow-feeling. They 
could not but look upon a change of Minidcrs as a thing to be de¬ 
precated, as an evil never to be too much guarded againd, however 
incapable or mifehievous thofe Miniders might be. It was agreed 

on all hands that the prefent date of France was preferable to that 

1 * * * 
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Ih which it had been very lately. Surely this was a drcumdance 
for humanity to rejoice in. But what was t|ie language of our hu- 
xA^iity ? Wc faw a nation emerging from guilt and blood, its rulers 
confefling, in fome indances punidling, and in many endeavouring 
tp repair the mifehiefs they had done. Should we hail this as a fa¬ 
vourable omen ? Should wc indulge in the profpedt of reviving reaibn 
and returning happinefs 1 Should we endeavour to obviate any diffi¬ 
culties our own conduct might have thrown in the way ?—“ No,” 
faid Minidcrs, “ you ffiall not redore order and judicc, but by our 
means; nothing (hall fatisfy us but carrying war to your frontiers, 
and famine to the interior." By this courfe we (hall never conquer 
the armies or the opinions of France ; but we might perhaps rege¬ 
nerate the fydem of violence and blood. Were we to aflume to 
'OUrfclves the talk of punidling the French nation on the pretext of 
their impiety, which had fo often been ignorantly dwelt upon as an 
argument for tlie war? It was not in prefence of the venerable 
Bench (of Bifhops) oppofite, that he would fay much on the other 
part of this topic \ but if the principles in which his youth had 
been indrudlcd were true, principles which he had ever been accuf- 
tomed to hold facrcd, it was not for feeble and erring man to a flume 
the office of difpenfing tl)e vengeance of God, and wrefl the thun¬ 
derbolt of judice from the arm of Omnipotence. If thefe argu¬ 
ments had failed to make an impreflion upon their Lorddiips, he 
wa? convinced it mud be owing to his feeble manner of dating them, 
and not to any defe& in the arguments thcmfelves. He /hould now 
*■ add a few words on his fird propofition, that to adopt his motion 
would tend to unite all the people of this country, if the war fhould 
, continue, and to produce a contraiy efieft among the people of 
France. During the domination of Roberfpierre, it was often urged, 
that when the terror of his defpotifm was removed, the people would 
•declare thcmfelves in favour of Royalty—-That prediction, like 
many others, had failed. Roberfpierre was gone—oppreflion had 
no longer fway, and the favourers of Royalty were lefs numerous 
than ever, During the defpotifm of Roberfpierre, there were con- 
dant infurrcdUoqg quelled only by maflacrcs, Since that period in- 
furredUon had ceafcd with the oppreflion that provoked it. Even 
the war in La Vendee was almoff extinguifhed, and that not fo 
much by force as by conciliation. When we took pofleflion of 
Toulon, and talked of carrying the war into the mod difaffedted 

* gart of all France, when we reared the dandard of limited monarchy, 

* *did the people of the country come in to join us ? Did wc not foon 
’ find that the majority even of the inhabitants of Toulon itfelf, were 
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againft us ? When General Wurmfisr penetrated into Alfacc, did* 
the people rife to join him ?—A fmall party negociating about fur- 
rending Strafburgh, were detected and punifhed. Did we find' 
Royalifts or friends to our arms under any denomination in Flan¬ 
ders ? When Dumourier, the mod popular General the Revolu¬ 
tionary army had then known, agreed to join the allies, hour many ' 
followed him ? A fingle regiment. Generals had been removed, 
accufed, and executed ; every thing, as for as related to their more 
favourite leaders, had been done by the Convention to difguft die' 
armies; yet in no inftance had they abated of that enthufiafm for 
fighting againft the common enemy, which the idea that their coun¬ 
try was attacked in order to be conquered, naturally wfpired.* 
While we left them in pofleflion of the fame motives for refinance,, 
the fame refinance they would continue to make. Take away the' * 
motive, and its effeds would foon fail. It could not be denied 
that the war was lefs popular in this country than it had been, no 
matter to what extent; in proportion as it became unpopular, our , 
exertions mud be enfeebled. There were many who had never 
given it their zealous fupport. It was not by the Lords or Com¬ 
mons refuting the fupplies that vigorous exertion could alone he 
withheld. This they could not do but at too great a rifle to the' 
country, even for a war of which they difapproved. But although 
they gave Minifters the fupplies, they might not give their a&ive 
co-operation ; for that would be approving of the war in its prin¬ 
ciple, which he would never do, for then he fhould be implicated 
in all the butchery, and devaluation, and (laughter, to which it had 
given birth. If their Lordfhips were to take the other courfo, and 
declare that they fupported the war not for changing or,dilating 
forms of Government for France, but to obtain equitable terms of 
peace; and the French people, or their ruVs, obftinafely perfift in 
continuing the war, what feeling would a&uate every Li.^ilhman, 
but that we were engaged in a war of ncceffity; .that we were fight¬ 
ing for our liberty, for our cxiftence; and that every f crifice, and 
every exertion mud be made ? Inftead of going on with mercena¬ 
ries who, while coldly fighting, on our flde to-day, we know might 
fight againft us to-morrow, if the French would pay a better price 
for them, we fhould fight our own battles like men who fv.lt the 
value of the ftake. The Britifh troops had always fought, and al¬ 
ways would fight bravely; but in this conteft they fought not with 
the enthufiafm whish the love of liberty infpircs, bccaufe they knew 
that for liberty they were not fighting; they knew that they were 
fighting againft the liberty of another people. What would be the • 
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ijtiftofeiM* if Ac French were to attempt to conquer us ? He ihould 
be told, perhaps, that they meditated the attempt, and reminded 
off fjxfeches in the Convention to that effdfR; of their ihreatening 
to carry the war from the banks of the. Scheldt to the banks of the 
Thames, and annihilate the Britifh Government. Let their Lord- 
fhips call to mind fpecchcs they had hfcard in that Houfe, as bitter 
to*d as extravagant, and then they would perhaps think that the 
. former were meant as nothing more than retaliations for the latter. 
AH the former language of Miniftcrs held out, that we would never 
tetot'till the Jacobins were deftroyed. The Jacobins were deftroyed, 
and ftill we would not treat. What could the people of France or 
England infer from all this; but that wc would never treat till we 
Were allowed to di&ate. The noble Secretary of State had faid, 
that he would not rcfiilc to treat with a good Republican Govern¬ 
ment* in France; but how were toe French to difeover what he 
, would think a good Republican Government, or how could they 
form fuch a Government if we continued to prefs them by war ? 
They themfclves had faid that they would poftponc forming the im¬ 
portant parts of their Government till peace. Were their prefent 
Revolutionary Government to be deftroyed, they would then have 
none; would we treat with them in that fituation r—As the war 
became unpopular at home, as their Lordiliips muft .fee-it was daily 
doing, our energy in the profccution of it would decline, for it was' 
not the money of a country, but the hands and hearts of a people, 
tost gave vigour and exertion. • No man-was energetic in a war 
of which he. did not fee the probable termination ; and who could 
' too the termination of a war, continued on the principle of razing 
a whole nation from the face of the earth? If their Lordfhips 
ihould adopt his motion, they would convince the people that the 
object of the French in perlifting in the war muft be to conquer us; 
tor they had too many fuccefies on the Continent to need any more 
tor thfcir own defence; and then we Ihould join heart and hand as 
fine man, we fhould be animated with equal enthuHafm, we ihould 
life in a mafs, if he might be allowed to ufe the French expreflion. 
Was there a man to cowardly of heart, to daftardly of nature, as 
not then to incur every facriftcc, to brave every danger ? For his 
own part, he would fooncr lofe his life in defending his own liber¬ 
ty 1 , thanin attempting to take away the liberty of another. Among 
the arguments adduced to prove.the bad date of France, was the 
exfceflive deamefs of provliions, in confcquence of the depreciation 
of afilgnats. He was of opinion, that the depredation of aftigoats 
.tois not to great hi itfelf, nor by any moans fuch an inconvenience 
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to the French Government, as Mitiiftfrg contended. But vriflfe 
French aflignats the only affignats depredated by the war ? Our af- 
fignats were not the nodi of the Bank of England, but our Stocks^ 
and thefe had differed a depreciation of one-thirds Did wc build 
our profpeds on the hope of a famine in France ? God avert <a 
famine from that and every other country; and there was too much 
apprehenfion of fcarcity at home, for that to be a topic which it 
would be advifeablc to urge with the people as an inducement to 
fubmit cheerfully to the inevitable fufferings of war. Their Lord- 
(hips knew of a refolution entered into before the Lord Mayor, and 
which -had afterwards been laid before the Minifters, begging that' 
he would exert himfclf to prevent the evils apprehended from die 
quantity of com in the country not being equal to the confumptioh 
till harved. He traded wc were in no real danger of want, but 
that very reflection fhould teach us not to exult too much at the 
profpeft of its being the fate of others. He might cafily excite their 
Lord (hips’ paflions, by reprefenting to them the condition of the 
poor t and what they had already fuffered in confeqitencc of die war; 
lie might tell them what he himfelf had witneffed, that many who 
before were able to obtain a comfortable fubfiftcncc by employment 
from the manufacturers, were not now able to get wherewithal to 
buy them breadbut he fcomed to gain their affent to any propo¬ 
rtion by agitating their feelings, when he could not fuccecd by 
convincing their undcrftnndings. He would not appeal to their 
paflions, where he relied upon their juflice. He oncludcd with 
moving to the following cffeCt: “ That the exiflence of any 
particular form of Government in France, ought not, at any time, 
to preclude negociation, which might procure peace with trance, 
confidently with the intered, the honour, and the dignity of chfo 
country.” 

Lord GRENVILLE paid a compliment to the candid and 
manly manner in which the noble Duke had introduced his motion, 
and conducted his argument in fupport of it; yet, the noble Lord 
faid, he could not confidently with his duty to His Mxjefty, to that 
Houfc, or tO his country, avoid giving his fentiments in dircCt op- 
pofltion to thofe of the noble Duke. He could not by any means 
bring himfelf to believe, 'that the prefent was a moment proper or 
''convenient for this country, under the exiding circumdances, to 
adopt the means of negotiating, or forwarding nCgociation, by die 
mode pointed out by the noble Duke in die prefent motion. Whajt 
appeared to him to call for fome explicit declaration in the prefent 
moment, was the mif-ftatement and mifapprehenflons which had 
2 
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token place With refpe£t to the fentiments of Mimfters relative to 
the war. He declared that it had never been his opinion, that this 
Qpuntiy, through the medium of her Mifcifters or Executive Go-* 
vemment, Ihould be bound or tied up from makieg peace with 
vjrance or any other Government with which it was at war, merely 
on account of the particular form of that Government, be it called 
Republican or any other name whatever; but foil he contended, 
.that it was effentially neceflary for thofe who have the adniiniftration 
of the affairs of any Government in their hands, to take particular 
care, that in all the meafures they purfued, and more particularly 
in a cafe of fo momentous and highly important a nature, as that of 
negotiating a peace between two great and powerful nations, they 
Ihould never for a (ingle moment permit to efcapc their light, that 
moil neceflary and important of all concerns—Security. Minifters 
had as long as poflible endeavoured to avoid hofolitics, and had 
at laff only undertaken them in order to repel an unjuft aggrefiion 
on the part of France. The objedt which they had uniformly pro- 
fefled to feek from the prefent conteft was merely that which we 
had now ftated, namely, that of fecurity. This quefoon of fecu- 
jity was intimately connected with the conflderation of the fixation 
of the country, with which wc were to treat. He foil believed 
that a majority of the people of France were more inclined to Roy¬ 
alty than to any other form of Government, and in that view it had 
always appeared expedient to Minifters to hold out the idea of en¬ 
couraging and lengthening the party in the interior of France, 
who were difpofed to aflift in reftoring Monarchy. The re-efta- 
blilhment of Monarchy in France had always been held out in the 
opinion of individuals, and the public declarations of Government, 
to prefent the moft effectual means of war, and the moft probable 
hopes of peace. What indeed had been the origin of the unjuft 
aggreflion upon this country, and what now precluded all fecurity 
in treating, but the ftate of anarchy, confulion, and difordcr, in 
which France was involved; and which could only be remedied by 
the return of fome liable form of Government. But though a Mo¬ 
narchy would certainly be deemed preferable, he defiled any one to 
produce a declaration on the part of Minifters, that they never 
would treat with any Government, under whatever form, that was 
capable of maintaining the accuftomed relations of peace and amity 
‘with other countries. As to the quefoon upon which the noble 
Puke relied fo much, whether any peace was ever permanent 1 and 
> which he thought itfelf an irrefifoble argument, perhaps he Ihould 
be able to convince him, before he fat down, that this reliance was 
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not fo irrefiftible as it had been imagined. Could any man deity 
that there were different prefumptions of permanence ? Were the 
fecuriticS of all equally valid ? was nor the bond of one man prefer¬ 
able to another 7 Lord Grenville dated, that in one fenfe he had no 
objection to adopt the declaration that had been promoted by the no¬ 
ble Duke. He had no objedion to it as dating a general queftion 
of peace an i Mar, but he objeded to it as a fpecific declaration ap¬ 
plying to the particular. Who could poftibly differ from the pro¬ 
portion, that peace ought to be fought whenever it could be had 
confidently with the honour and fecurity of the country ? But the 
point at iffue was, whether the date of the internal Government 
formed any part of our confideration, before we could be induced tfr 
treat with any lational profped of fecuiity. Tile affirmative we 
mud decidedly admit, unlcfs wc were prepared to fay, that the fe¬ 
curity in treating, dept ncLJ not upon the cluradcrs of the perfons 
with whom we fhould ncgocute, but wholly upon the terms of the 
treaty. The quedion appeared to him of fo much importance, that 
he thought it effential, diftindly to date what were his fentiments 
on the fubjed. The refolulion of the noble Duke, was merely a 
general abftrad proprofition, which had no reference to thc,circum- 
ftanccs of the time, and upon which it was impodible to ad. His 
Lordfhip faid, that he had a Refolution in his hand, which he in¬ 
tended to move by way of amendment to that offered by the noble 
Duke, and which he then begged leave to read to the Houfe. Hern 
his Lordfhip read the Refolution— 

“ Refolvcd, That under the prefent circumdances, this Houfe 
** feels itfelf called upon to declare its determination firmly and ftca- 
“ dily to fupport His Majedy in the vigorous profecution of the pre» 

“ fent jud and neceffary war, as affording at this time the only rea- 
“ fonable expedition of permanent fecurity and peace to this cquii- 
<< try; and that for the attainment of thefe objeds, this Houfe ref 
u lies widi equal confidence on His Majedy’s intention to employ 
“ vigoroufly the force and refources of the country, in fupport of its 
“ effential intends ; and on the defire uniformly manifeded by His 
“ Majedy to effed a pacification, on jud and honourable grounds, 

“ with any Government in France, under whatever form, which 
** (hall appear capable of maintaining the accudomed relations of 
“ peace and amity with other countries.” 

This refolution he avowed to be the famcwhich htd the day before 
been moved by his right honourable friend in the other Houfe. He 
faid, he thought it of importance to datr precifely the fame words, 
in coder to prevent any miicondru&ion, and that as there was an 
Vw, XLII. K 
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exa& agreement of principle, there might likewife be the fame co¬ 
incidence of expreflion. The firft point to which he adverted was, 
how for France might be difpofed to treat with this country ? And 
here he referred to all the fpeeches in, the Convention, to all the 
declarations of their Government, and to all the changes of their 
* parties, which boie One unvarying afpeft of hoftility to this country. 
What is the language th6re on that fubjeft ? Let ns make peace 
with that power; but to Concentrate our forces for the deftrudion 
of the new Carthage-^—let amity be courted with others, but let 
England be annihilated. There was a Report made in one of the 
Committees of Government, that the Convention are determined to 
profecute the war againft this country with the utmoft vigour.— 
[Here the noble Lord adverted to the Report.]—The only peace, 
the French meant to expedt w r as, on the reduction of all their ene¬ 
mies, and that in fuch a manner as that they would never be able 
to lift up their heads againft them , he did not dwell particularly on 
this pap£r, there were many others, he faid, exprefling their hoftile 
intentions to this country, and he would afk their Lordihips whe¬ 
ther this, the moment of ill fuccefs, was the proper time to treat 
with them ? He maintained that it was utterly impofliblc, unlcfs in 
a manner moft injurious to the dtareft intcrcfts of this country, 
which he was furc no man in this Houfe would with. Still, if the 
terms were fuch as he could depend on, he declared that he would 
not fet his face againft them. But we were not to pafs over with¬ 
out confldering by whom the prefent Government of France was 
copdu&ed. His Lordfhip now laid, he came to what was called 
Moderatifm ; what then does the noble Duke mean, if this coun¬ 
try had treated with any one of the parties which fucccflivcly ruled 
France ? Does he not fee that their fucceflors always made it & 
point to change, as much as pofliblc, the meafures of their predc- 
ceflbrs, and, in (hort, to overturn every thing which they had done ’ 
The very men in France now who held the reins of Government^ 
had bilt narrowly efcaped from the guillotine about flx months agot 
The Moderates, he remarked, flood between two fets of adverfa- 
ries; the flrft, thofe who with to follow up the fyflem of modera* 
lion, and to reflore the reign of order, juftiCe, and religion; the 
others, thofe who wilhed to recal the fanguinary fyflem of terror, 
to eflablilh their own authority on prescriptions, confifcations, 
4hd maffacre. Hpw little reliance was to be placed on the flability of 
rile Republic, might appear from a circumflance which he had re¬ 
ceived by his laft accounts from Paris. A debate had taken place in 
the Convention, the rcfult of which was,' to fend to the Revoluti- 
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•nary Tribunal, in order afterwards to be fcnt to rite guillotine, a 
man who had published a Dialogue, flaring a doubt whether the 
majority of the people of France were mod inclined to a Monarchy 
or a Republic,, and propoling that the qtteftion might befubmitted 
to the Primary AfTcmblies for a decifion. How then could it be af- * 
firmed, that the people of France were unanimous for a Republic, 
when the point was called in queflion, even at the gates of the 
Convention, and thofe who dared to fugged a doubt upon the fub- 
jedt, were punifhed with death ? This, the noble Lord faid, was 
a fufficient proof to him, that the prefent rulers were equally as def- 
potic and as fond of thofe fccnes of malfacrc and bloodfhed as thofe 
who had gone before them, and that they were very near as far frorh 
tint ftate of permanent and rational Government, as all thofe with 
whom His Majefty’s Miniflers had hitherto thought that it would be 
unwife and impolitic to treat. That the fanguinary parties had 
be< n annihilated who could think, that obferved the tedious procefs 
and long ftmgglc to convict and punifti a monftcr, at whofc unpa<* 
r.ilU lcd enormities nature fhuddered—he meant Carrier. 

It was necclfary alfo for him to allude to the utter contempt with 
which this moderate party had treated religion. A writer among 
them, who had juft been liberated from prifon, he would not naihe 
him, had thought proper to write upon the religion of that country. 
He had faid, “ That a feafon of calamity more particularly led mei) 
to feck the confolations of religion, and, he added, that of all coun¬ 
tries upon the globe, France was that moft deeply interefted to fed$ 
them.” I cannot avoid, faid his Lordfhip, adverting alfo to a mo¬ 
tion of Grcgoirc, for a tolciation of Chriftianity in France, though 
I forbear to fhock you with a repetition of the fpcech by which it 
was anfwcrcd, or the mention of the fp?aker’s conlideration in the 
Government; fufficient for me to obferve, it was got rid of by the 
order of the day ; and the Committees were ordered to prepare iinr 
mediately a plan of their Decadary feafts, a fort of Pagan celebra¬ 
tion, by which the people were taught to difregard all the ceremo¬ 
nials of Chriftianity; nay, it was cxprcfsly conditioned with inge¬ 
nious inhumanity, that no more Priefts fhould be liberated until 
thefe fcftivals were adjufted. 

The noble Duke had treated lightly the circumftance which had 
been Hated of their inability to carry on this conteft j but he, and 
every one who would take the trouble of reading their accounts, 
would find it clearly dated by Cambon, in his report from the Com- * 
mittee of Finance; and fo differently docs he conftdcr the deprecj$ 
ation of their afiignats, that he pofttively mentions it a$ an alarming 
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grievance, which fpme efficient means mud be immediately adopted 
tojfemedy. Affignatshad fallen lb low, that now for every 100L 
there was alofeof 82I. or 85I. and to corroborate this affertion, he 
referred to die Report of Johannot upon the finances of the country. 
He noticed, after that Reporter, the enormous deficit of their com¬ 
merce, the produce of their colonies gone, the manufacture of Lyons 
ruined. The manufacturers who had once been fo profitable to 
the State, had lately earned their bread as labourers, and by what 
fort of employment, by demolifhing, in conformity to the^dedee of 
the Convention, the houfes of that once famous and opulent city. 
His Lordfhip faid, the noble Duke who brought forward the pre- 
fpnt motion had acknowledged with a candour and manlinefs which 
did him the highefl honour “ that he would be as far as any man in 
the kingdom from fuing for peace ;** whereas his Lordfhip contended 
that, in his opinion, for this countiy, at the prefent moment, to 
offer terms of ntgociation, .would be little fhort of doing what the 
noble Duke averred, and he really believed he would not do. 
Would not, his Lordfhip faid, an offer of peace at this moment 
fborigly feem to indicate that onr finances were exhauded, and that 
we were no longer able to bear the burden of the war ? His Lord-s 
fhip was clearly of opinion that it would; and fo far from that be¬ 
ing the cafe, he fpokc.with the highefl and bed-founded exultation, 
when he averred that our refources were in a date very far prefer¬ 
able to-thofe of the French. For, whatever might be faid of the 
reports of the French Convention, by people in this country, it was 
Cxtremely evident, from the words of their own Members, that 
agriculture was at a ftand, manufactures no more, and commerce 
•annihilated; this his Lordfhip proved, by reading words to that ef¬ 
fect, fpoken by a Member of the Convention, whofc name his Lord¬ 
fhip declined to mention. The noble Lord then adverted to the 
report of Johannot, and. faid that, notwithdanding this report held 
out the refources of the French to amount to 500,000,0001. dcr- 
ling, yet their immenfe expenditure had been fuch, during the lad 
two years, as to keep at lead an equal pace with it in magnitude. 
But it had been dud, that the efieCtof the prefent fydem of mode- 
ratifm, had beep to throw the odium of all the former cruelties 
• ujpgn the faCtien of Roberfpierrc, and to procure to the exiding Go- 
sgBpmcant the affection and confidence of the people. But in what 
jKfe their refources dated to Confid ? In the immenfe confifcagions 
mat had taken place during the prevalence of the fydem of terror— 
IfimMons not dr^pm from the Crown lands, the church lands, 
me property of the exiled nobility, but from thofe who had re- 
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maincd in die country, and whofe crime it was to be putrefied of • 
^Wealth. The heirs of thofe perfons had applied to the prefent rul¬ 
ers to reftore their property thus cruelly and unjuftly taken; but had 
been peremptorily refufed, and were left to pine in poverty and dif- 
trefs amidft thofe ample domains of which their Cithers had once 
been die owners. Could thofe perfons be fuppofed to be attached’ 
to the prefent Government ? He did nbt wiih to throw any unme¬ 
rited obloquy on the new fyftem ; the truth was, that it was much 
lefs violent and unjuft than diat which it had fuccecded, and fo far 
we were in a iituation lefs remote from that* in which we might be 
able to treat with a rational profpeft of fecurity. Till that period 
arrived, which he yet conceived to be far diftant, he was of opinion 
that a vigorous profecution of the war, was preferable to any attempt 
to ncgociate. The moment of ilt-fuccefs was not that in which we 
ought to folicit for peace. He remarked with much fatisfedion the 
animated manner in which the noble Duke had declared that he 
Ihould fupport the war, if France fhould demand unreafonable 
terms. Could (he, in the prefent moment, be expcdled to propofc 
any terms, which an Englifhman would accept, or a Member of 
that Houfe advife to be adopted ? If wc fhould make peace from 
a fenfe of prefent preffurc, the injury muft be great, and the indig¬ 
nity ftrong, which would again roufe us to irefentment. But could 
wc make peace with any fenfe of confidence or feeling of fecurity ? 
If in fuch circumftanccs we fhould treat, we fhould experience all 
the difficulties of war, and enjoy none of the advantages of peace* 
Were we prepared to rifk the confequcnces of being again inundated 
by French miffionaries and French principles ? From die whole view 
of the fituation of both countries, he thought no alternative prefer¬ 
able to that of a vigorous and ftcady profecution of the war. 

As to that charge which was brought againft him of helium inter- 
nccionum, he deprecated the very idea of it; but furcly this nation* 
would ftand in the moft humiliating fituation, if wc had confefled 
that we were unable to carry on the war—a war which was begun 
againft the liberty and conftitution of this country. But with it*, 
fpeft to the liberty of France, it was a downright fatire on liberty. 
Whenever dieir form of Government was in fuch a fituation aa to 
afford reafonable ground for fecurity, then, and not till then, would 
he ever condefcend to treat with them. 

His Lordfhip declared, that he muft at prefent fet his face againft 
all idea of negociation for peace, becaufe he thought there was no 
power drifting in France which could, by any means, promife tq 
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iftTure us that tranquillity and fecurity fo cffcntial to the interefts and 
hajppinefs of the country; for, notwithftanding he believed tiiAt'ffic 
^great body of the people of Great Britain were fo attached 10 the 
confutation,, that they would not ca’fily be induced or prevailed upon 
tofubmit or deftroy it, yet there certainly were confiderabtc numbers 
who were not fo friendly to it as they ought to be, and might be 
wifhed; and as the prefent French rulers had fo frequently faid of 
late, that the modem Carthage, alluding to this country, muft he 
deftroyed, he would never think it fafe to negotiate, till there was 
a governing power in France on which fome reliance could he had 
of obtaining the fecurity for permanent peace, amity, and reciprocal 
national advantages. 

His Lordfhip concluded with moving the refolution which he had 
intimated in the early part of his fpcech, and with deliring certain 
paffages from the Speeches and Declarations of His Majdly to be 
lead by die clerk. 

[We have thought it lefs ncccflary to enter into the detail of his* 
JLordfhip’s fpecch on this occalion, as pieeifely the fame fads and 
documents will be found to occur in the lpfccch of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer the preceding day in the Houfe of Commons; which 
foe in its place.] 

The Duke of NORFOLK requefted the attention of the 
Houfe whilft he made a few obfervarions. There were now before 
their Lordfhips not one motion, and, as had been laid, an amend¬ 
ment to that motion, but in reality two diftind fpccific motions. 
His Grace ohferved, that when he came to the Houfe, he expeded 
W have beard only one motion debated, he meant that brought 
forward by the noble Duke, ami he expeded alfo that it would 
have been fairly met, candidly argued, and iinaly difpofed of, either 
by a fair adoprion or rejedion, or elfc by the ufual mode of the 
previous queftion. The motion thus brought forward by the noble 
JMq his Grace faid, he believed was only intended to do away 

• *hat bar which feemed to be laid in the way of peace by 3 certain 
part of the fpecqh delivered by His Majefty to both Houfcs of Par¬ 
liament, on the firft day of the'prcfent feflion, which conveyed an 
Idea that no peace could be entered into with the prefent Govcrn- 
nwOfr of France. If this motion of foe noble Duke was to pafs, 
hSi Grace faid, that a very weighty impediment to a ncgociation for 

• I#* would be thus removed ; and as the amendment, as it is 
> .farmed, in his opinion, was a very uncandid way of fubftituting 

another motiei) by way of getting rid of the firft by a fuje wind, 
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slnd in fome tseafure to preclude any matter of that importance from ' 
^jpoming from any other quarter than Mintfters themfelves; his Grace 
faid7Tie (hould certainly give his moft ftrcnuous fupport to the 
original motion, and at the fame.time beg leave to animadvert otr 
fome of the arguments' of the noble Lord who oppofed it.—The 
nature of the amendment was that of faying, that we (hall treat 
with France when we (hould be fatisiicd that the Government was. 
fuch as could give us.fecurity for a fafe and honourable peace. Now 
this appeared to him to be a very dangerous proportion, and a very, 
vague one t jo ; for at what time, and how were we to expreisour 
fatisfaftion with the Government of France, and confcnt to nego¬ 
tiate. It was dangerous, becaufe it conveyed it to be the opinion- 
of that Houfe, that with the prefent Government of France we.- 
(hould not negotiate, and might tend to deluge that country with 
blood. His Grace obferved, that die noble Lord adduced one 
inftancc of the prefent rulers of France having (hewn themfelves 
enemies to liberty by decreeing, “ that a man {hould be taken be¬ 
fore the RcvolutionaryTribunal for having publilhed a pamplet, by 
Way of dialogue, in which he had a Iked the queftion, whether a 
predileftion for Monarchy was not prevalent among tlie French' 
people, and delired the primary aflemblics might be called for die 
purpofe of determining the queftion.” But, how did the noble 
Lord prove this ? Surely not by the fa ft itfelf ; for, fuppofing 
that in the year 1745 any perfpn in London had publilhed a pam¬ 
phlet in which he had afkcd, whether die majority of the people 
were not of opinion that the King then on the Throne (hould' be. 
fent back to Hanover, and that the next heir of the Stuarts (hould 
he fet in his place, and had dciired that County and other meetings 
(hould be called to determine the queftion. His Grace-aiked 
whether in this country fuch a perfon would not have been called 
to account to the laws of this country by being tried for high trea- 
fon t furcly he would. Nay, faid his Grace, take it even in th/e 
prefent day, and fuppofc a perfon (hould publi(h a book by way of 
dialogue, in which he (hould a(k, if die majority, of die people did 
not think that Monarchy and ariducracy (hould be aboliflied, and a 
- Republic like that in France, be fubftituted in its dead ? would the 
noble Lord tell him, that he was an enemy to his country, for 
dcliring this man to be made amenable to his country, and tried 
for high treafon ? furely not. The book was not before the Houfe, 
but his Grace faid, he had no doubt, that if it was, it would be 
found to contain a confidcrable quantity of treafon againd the pre¬ 
fent Government in France. Such arguments, tliereforc, weep 
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. fotallyfutUe and unavailing, and ought not to weigh with any one. 
The amendment was vague, becauTe it ftated not that form of Qpvcxr.. 
merit with which we fhould negociate. The motion as originally 
tjpropofed, only went to open the way, and to make a negociatioiv 
poflible, and therefore he fhould diffent from the amendment, and 
‘vbte for the original motion. His Grace then took a fhort view 
of the war, and expreffed himfclf diflatisfied with many parts of 
thcvadminiftration, and particularly with regard to Holland, which, 
.he was of opinion, we had loft for want of able counfels and good 
policy. An idea had. gone forth, and was generally received, 
whether true or falfe, was not what he fhould inquire into at this 
moment, that we were not difpofed to make peace with France until 
her ancient dcfpotifm was reftored. Let that idea be done away at 
once, and fome advantages might follow. His Grace faid, that 
in his opinion, according to the prefent fituation of this country, 
a negodatbn for peace was defireablc; and as the motion brought 
forth this evening by the noble Duke tended to do away a very great 
and important bar to fuch negociation, the original motion made by 
the noble Duke ihould have his hearty fupport. 

The Earl of DARNLEY differed in opinion with both the 
noble Dukes, and fupported the amendment. His Lordfhip ob- 
ferved, that it was unncceflarv for him to enter fo much into the 
detail of the exifting circumftances which operated ib ftrongly againft 
the motion brought forward by the noble Duke as the noble Secre¬ 
tary of State (Lord Grenville) had done, and therefore he would 
not'take up foe time of their Lordfoips by fo doing. The noble 
Lord foid he could fet afide and overturn all the arguments urged in 
favour of the original motion by a (king two queftions, to neither of 
which,' he believed, any anfwcr could be given. Thefe queftions 
w#—firft, With whom fhall we treat ? and, if that was anfwered 
in foe affirmative, foe next was. Will they treat with you ? His 
jpqrdfhip did not believe a diredt anfwer could be given to either of 
thefe queftions. Mihifters were ready to negotiate with any Go¬ 
vernment in France, capable of affording the neccfiary relations of , 
Security and amity: that thing called Government in France, is . 
IKS .fo, but a mixture, he obfenred, of tyranny and anarchy. 
Will Englifhmen, faid he, ftretch their defencelefs hands to thofc 
that exprefsly declare, that'their objedt is foe fubverfion of this Go¬ 
vernment ?—Does not the preflurc of events, and rigor of the fea- 
#*• faid he,, clear the Miniftry from the blame of mifmanagement 
ih'the condgdt of foe war i He concluded by voting for foe 
a^fendmeiit. • - 
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The BISHOP of LLANDAFF faid, I fetddm trouble yogr** 
Lordfhips, and I never do it without apprehenfion. I am fearful, 
!’ , ^Jhc4>uhiic opinions of fo retired and unconnefted an individual 
as myfelf, (hould be thought unworthy the attention of the Houle; 
and I am fearful alfo, left any interference in politics (hould, fay 
fume, be conftrued into a ftepping out beyond the line of my pro- 
feflion. Occafions, however, of great national importance will 
fometimes occur; on thefe I (hill alwiys think it my duty to come 
forward, and I confider the prefent as one of diem: I confidcr die 
jun&ion of the maiinc of Holland to that of France, as a danger of 
the greateft magnitude. 

Wc arc unfortun itcly, my Lords, engaged in a war, which has 
frequently, and with great confidence, been called a juft and nc- 
ceffary War ; it is railed fo by the noble Secretary in the amend-?* 
ment which he has this day made to the motion'of the noble Duke. t 
Men will differ greatlv in their notions of the juftiec of war, acced¬ 
ing to the different \iews of the extent of moral and religious obli¬ 
gation. For my part, I confidcr the jufti liable occafions of going 
to war to be few, very few, indeed. I admit that war is net ab- 
folutdy forbidden by the letter of the Chiiftian religion; but lam 
perfuaded, that when the fpiiit of Chriliianity (hall exert its prefer 
influence over the minds of individuals, and cfpecinlly over the minds 
of public men, in their public capacities ; over the minds of men 
conftituting the Councils of Princes, from \» hence arc the iffues of 
peace and war, when this happy period (hall arrive, war will ccafe 
throughout the whole Chiiftian world. And of this, my Lords, I 
am confident, that no war can be jufttfLd on any piinciplc, either 
of revealed or of natural religion, till indemnity' for pi ft injury, and 
fecurity agiinft future aggrefii m, have been demanded and refufed; 
till every m^insof accommodation have been tiied—tried with a 
fincere difpofition for preferving peace, and tried in vain. Whet^pr 
this principle was or was not properly attended to in the beginning 
of our differences with France, is lx ttcr known to die King’s Mi- 
nifters than to me. I am happy to hear fropi the noble Secretary 
that it was. I have no wi(h to impeach any man’s character; but k 
I am not fo ignorant of the Law of Nations, as not to know, that 
on the proper or improper attention which was paid to this principle, 
depends the juftice or injuftice of the war. 

I perceive, my Lords, that if I was fully to ftate to your Lord- 
"fliips all my fcruples concerning the juftice and concerning the ne- 
ceflity of the war—for they are diftindt queftions, fince a war may 
be juft without being neceflary, though it cannot be neceffary with¬ 
out being juft—I (hould trefpafs more than I ought to* do on thjP 
Vol. XLII. L 
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fatien^trof the Houfe, efpecially as your Lordfhips have long ago* 
£ome to a determination on the queftion. To that deteipination I 
ifcciw with refpeCf, and quit the fubjeCt. I may be fufFered^Jiojwv-. 
ever, to remark, that, in my opinion. Great Britain, after the urw- 
•fuccefsful efforts of Pruffia and Auftria in the firft campaign, nay, 
.at any period before we had actually broken our neutrality, that 
f *Great Britain might have interpofed her good offices between the 
•Contending parties, with great propriety, and with great probability 
of cffeCt. She might have faid to France, “ Your fraternizing 
jfyftcm muff be given up ; it difturbs the tranquillity of the world ; 
\k breaks afundcr the bonds of all civil fucicty ; your ambition muff 
jacr retrained, and your fchemes of aggrandizement abandoned ; 
neither Savoy, nor Brabant, nor Holland, not an acre of territory, 

, inuft you poffcfs, beyond what you pofTcffed during the Monarchy.’* 
.This* my Lords, wc in fa& faid, by our deeds to France; but 
. there we flopped : we did not add, as wc ought to have done— 
France fhall be at liberty to cxercifc the faered right which belongs 
•to her, and to every other independent State—the right of deter¬ 
mining for herfelf tlic form of Government by which (he fhall be 
ruled. Great Britain will not only refpeCl this right, but fhc will 
endeavour to prevail on other nations to refpeCl it alfo: fhe will 
. alfo prevail on Pruflia and Auflria to withdraw their troops. This, 
my Lords, would have been a conduct worthy die magnanimity of 
f Z free nation. 1 may be told, that had the attempt been made, it 
would not have fucceeded. But I have not that opinion of the po¬ 
litical wifdom of any individual, to believe him on his bare alfcr- 
tion. I think it would, and for this reafon—it would have been 
for the intercfl of all parties to have acceded to fuch an honour¬ 
able mediation. 


With refpeCl to the origin of the war, it is faid to have arifen 

r m a concert of Princes, confederated to difmember France, and 
annihilate the liberty of Europe. Without farther proof than 
ha9 yet come to light, I cannot believe this : I cannot, at lcaft, ad¬ 
mit for a moment, that the King of Great Britain would, either 
direCtly or indirectly, have given his confcnt to fo nefarious a pro¬ 
ject ; nay, Lwill do the Miniflcr of the country the juflice to fay, 
<hat I believe him to be wholly incapable of either propoling or pa¬ 
tronizing fuch a feheme. 

^.’t'hat foe war was b%un by the Princes of the Continent, and 
petered into by ourfclves, with a view of Hopping the propagation 
pf democratic principles, & a propofition which 1 believe to be true. 

may have bcenfome other caufes (to fay nothing of pretences) 
f^r the war » but I take this to be the chiefj nor do i fee any dif- 
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honour in avowing it. Every Government has within itfqtf 
hcrent principle of felf-prcfcrvation: from this principle firings a 
every attempt which evidently tends to the fubver- 
non of eftablifhed Governments. But that war is'cither the only, 
or the heft means of impeding the progrefs of democratic principles, 
is certainly not a felf-evident proportion; and how allured foevee 
fome men may be of its truth, 'to me it is not a probable one; an 
unfucccfsful war is more likely to accelerate than to impede the pro¬ 
fs^ 8 of democratic principles, and a fuccefsful war will not flop 
them. The hiftory of the world informs us, that opinions arc not 
fubdued but confirmed by pcrfccution; they arc feated in the mi’nd, 
and the mind is not fufceptible of change from that coarfc inftrument 
of Government—force. They yield to lenity, to rcafon, to expe¬ 
rience ; and in this enlightened date of Europe, the thrones of de* 
fpotic Monarchs will be better protected by a fcafonablc attention to 
popular requifition, by a relaxation of the reins of defpotifm, than 
by all the (landing armies which they can collect around them. 

But let the Miniflcrs of the Continental Powers^ rcafon on the 
fubjcdl as they think fit, the Minifter of the King of Great Britain, 
or any other honeft man who had accefs to him, might, with the 
greatell truth and honour, have faid to him, and might Hill fay to 
him, “ Sire, your Mnjefty’s fituation is effentially different frdriji 
that of the Princes of Germany, and from every other Monarch in 
the world; you, and you alone, reign over a free people; yoi$' 
reign in the hearts of a loyal people, by your pcrfonal virtues ; ‘and 
you reign in their hearts, by a Hill flronger title to their regard.— 
You arc an effential conftituent part of that conftitution which they 
admire, for the cilablilhmcnt of which their anccliors Ihed their 
blood, and for the prefervation of which they are ready to pouf out. 
their own. There may be a difeontented body of men, but the 
caufe of their difeontent may be removed with perfect fafety ; t||re 
may be a few feditious incendiaries in your kingdom, for no king¬ 
dom is without them ; but they arc too inconfiderable ii\ number, 
property, charader, and connexion, to afford any reafonable ground 
of alarm. The weighty arm of the law will crufh die difturbers of 
the public peace ; and the prodigious majority of the people, who? 
.deteft a Republic, will abalh the propagators of opinions fubverfiye 
of the conftitution.” I know not, mysLords, that the Royal,mind* 
was ever difturbed for a moment with pcrfonal apprehenfions; J 
hope it was not; but if it was, I think, in my confidence, thkt it 
- might have been tranquilized by a juft representation of the Superior 
fituation in which His Majefty (lands, when compared with that of 
■ every other Monarch in ,the world. Arbitrary Monarch* n6iy 
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ttpmbli at the fubverfion of tyranny—the King of Great Britain 
has nothing to fear but from an attempt, which, on my honour, I 
believe him perfectly incapable of making, from an attempt 
vert the liberty of his people. 

What, my Lords, is our Magna Charts and the Bill of Rights ? 
-•Is our trial by jury, which no conftitutional man will vilify even 
in thought—is the Habeas Corpus aft, which no conftitutional man 
will agree to fufpend even for an hour, except in cafes of extreme 
. neccflity—is the integrity of our Courts of J ufticc, a circumftance uiv 
paralleled in the annals of nations—is the equality of law, which 
unites in the fame bond the peafant and the Peer—is the freedom of 
the' prefs—the liberty of religion—the provifion for the poor—are 
tftefe, and innumerable other blcflings, fo little known, fo ill ap- 
. predated by the people of Great Britain, as to render a foreign war 
neceflary for the prefervation of that conftitution from which they 
are derived ? No; I do not believe it; I will not fay it, for in fay. 
igg it, I fhould calumniate the character of an enlightened people. 
There is no body of men, ariftocratical or dcmocratical, Churchmen 
or Djffenters, *in this kingdom, which would wflh to exchange our 
Affixes and our Seflions, for Revolutionary Tribunals ; our Houfes 
pf Parliament for Committees of Legiflature and General Safety; 
opr beloved Monarch for a Robcrfpierre! This nation has enjoyed, 
for near a century,- much profperity, much tranquillity, much civil, 
much religious liberty, under the mild and equitable Government 
jofthe Princes of the Houfc of Brunfwick. Who but a madman 
' would with to rifque the exchange of thefe blcflings for he knows 
not what ?—Would wifh to exchange this illuftrious Family for the 
upflart progeny of fome flagitious demagogue ? Alarms of this kind 
are fit fluff to conftitute the dreams of old women and children; they 
do not affeft my mind. There are other caufes of alarm, lefs ob- 
faryed, but more portentous, which penetrate my heart. If any 
<$Tng has happened in the courfe of this century which has lef- 
foned, or which tends to leflen, in the minds of the people, their, 
confident in the Houfe of Commons, as uncorrupt and careful 
gUardians of the public purfe—if any thing has happened which has 
lcflened, or which <ends to leflen, in the rnihde of the people, their 
o&nfidertce in the Houfe of Lords, as a wife and independent Arif, 
focrafcy, well calculated tojproteft the conflitution from the incroach- 
■‘IItuts of Monarchy, oq me one hand, and of Democracy on the 
pjber—if any thing has happened which has lcflened, or tends tq 
folfen, in the minds of perfons of all ranks, their veneration for 
yel^n—religion, my Lords, is the only bafis of every Govern. 
. jpndnt j for you may as well attempt to build' a city without a fouivj 
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dation, as to preferve a State without rcligtonv^if an j thing of this ' 
kind has happened, furely it becomes the Legislature to advert fioi* 
ihefr. .th ings' Speed ily, feriouSly- and difpaffionately. J know there 
are many wilemen who look upon our national vices, and constitu¬ 
tional defers, as irremediable evils, wliich will increafe, till fome 


dreadful cataftrophe Shall burft the impodhume, and cleanfe the 
corruptions of the body politic. I am not of that defponding opi¬ 
nion ; we are not yet arrived at that date of political profligacy 
which the Romans had reached, when their hiftorian describes li¬ 


berty and public probity fuccumbing under the corrupting influence 
of wealth and power ; it cannot yet be truly faid of us, as it was 
of them, Ad idperventum eft, at neevitia nec remedia patipoffitmus 
The wifdom of this and the other Houfe, co-operating with the’ 
wifdom of the King, may find remedies for all our evils; we are;' 
dill a wealthy, a brave, and a free people; let us keep our wealth 
at home for our own occafions ; let us exert our bravery at home in * 
our defence ; and let us be watchful of our own liberties, and Sin¬ 


cerely willing to participate our freedom with every nation under 
Heaven, and we (hall have nothing to fear from all the Republics 


in the world. 


What is there fo enchanting in Republics, that we Should bo 
apprehenfive led the people of this country Should be fcduced from 
their attachment to the constitution, by contemplating die Republic 
of France! In its prefent date, it is an objed of terror and abhor¬ 
rence to every man, however exalted, however abjed his condition. 
In die prefent ariflocratical Republics of Europe, every one who 
knows any thing of the fubjed, knows that the freedom we enjoy i* 
not enjoyed in them. In the dcmocratical Republics of ancient 
times, and efpecially that of Athens, we may foe Something like a 
prototype of the French Republic : it was a dreadful tyranny exer- 
cifed by pedilent men, through the instrumentality of the multitude* 
exercifed over valour, learning, juflice, over every thing that was 
great and excellent among mankind. But I Shall be told, that die 
representative Republics of America and France are eSTentially dif¬ 
ferent from alj. Republics of either ancient or modem times ; that 
they are machines of Government, built upon a new condrudion. 
Be it So; I cannot now Slop to examine either their excellencies or 
defeds; it is enough for my argument, & is enough for the people 
of England to know, that they are new—their novelty renders them 
fufpicious; when thefe machines Shall have gone on for a centurf ^ 
as well as their mod fanguine admirers can exped, it may be Soon 
pnough ther} for our godcrity to examine whether the people enjoy 
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under them' more folid bleflings thin they thcmfelves will then, I 
troft, enjoy tinder the prefent conftitution of Great Britain. 

My Lords, we are all agreed.—I do nor, by aJJ^tavatr'CVCry 
Individual in the kingdom \ but I do mean all die individuals, with¬ 
out exception, in both Houfes of Pirlhmcnt; and a vaft majority 
of die people out of Parliament arc agreed in the purfuit oPthc fame 
cbjeX; and that objeX is,—Hie prefervation of the Conftitution— 

I give equal credit ta all parties on this head, and I flnuld think 
myfelf deftitute of candour and of juftice, if I did not. I knovf, 
my Lords, that the connexions, (I fpcak not of the leaders of both 
% parties) tranfgrefs all bounds of m Jer.iti m in their judgments of each 
Other.-^-The adherents of Adminidration endeavour to exhibit the 
©ppofers of public meafurcs, as men ho lile to the peace and tranquil¬ 
lity of the country; as men of Republican principles ; as feeret fub- 
vertersof the Conftitution.—The adherents ofoppofttion endeavour 
to reprefent the Miniftcrs of the Crown, and the majorities in Par¬ 
liament, as men deftitute of public piolvty, carelefs of the public 
iafety, and anxious for nothing bat the prefervation of their places, 
and the accumulation of riches and titles—This, my Lords, is not 
a time; indeed, there is no time for it; but this efpccially is not a 
time toftruggle for the retention, or for the acquifition of power, by 
calumny and mifreprefentation. We arc all agreed that the Confti¬ 
tution ought to be preferved; wc differ as to the means of preserving 
it. Some arc of opinion, that the Republic of Fi mec mud, at 
, every rifquc, be deftroyed, left its eftablifhment flnuld be followed by 
thefubverfton of every Monarchy in Europe, and of our own amongft 
die reft. Others fee no probability of fucli a eonftquence ; can dif- 
CQver no connexion of caufe and cffeX, between the eftablifliment 
of a Republic in France, and the fubvcrlionof the fublifting Govern¬ 
ments in other countries.—On the contrary, they are of opinion, 
«hat the miferies which the French have hitherto experienced, and 
which, if left to themfelves, they probably would continue to ex¬ 
perience under a Republican Government, would, in a few years, 
spake them, as ffmilar evils made our aneeftors, revert to fomc fpc- 
cics of Monarchy, and would effectually deter every other people 
fiom following tneir example. 

It would be an indication of great boldncfs in the moft confum- 
mate ftatcfman; it would be arrogance and prefumption in me, pe¬ 
remptorily to determine which of tliefc two opinions w'as moft founded 
< in truth., 1 am inclined, after contidcring the matter with pcrfeX 
’ impartiality, and with the bpft ability which God has given me, tq 
.adopt the latter. 

I'find fault with no man for differing in opinion from me on any 
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fubjcft; and I truft thofe noble perfonages, whuff, polifical prind- 
ples I have been through life accuftomed to revere, and of wta&. 
political, as well as private, probity, 1 entertain the higheft opinion, 
will'tihiPTTBhfiaalt with me, for differing frftm them on this important 
occafion.* If my opinion had been wavering, I would have fup- 
prefled itit is decided, and I think it my duty to declare it, 
My decided judgment is, that the eftablifhmeot of a Republic m 
France will not endanger the Conftitution of Great Britain; and I 
am further of opinion, that a perfevcrance in (hutting the door of - 
riegociation, in profecuting an expenfive war, will (hake the (lability - 
of the Throne, and endanger the independence of the nation. 

But it will be urged,—a declaration of our difpofition for peace 
will be a degrading and an humiliating mcafure. I look upon it in 
another light. I confidor it as a chriftian effort of an humane people 
to put a flop to the effufion of human bkaxi ?—but it will be a fruit- 
lcfs overture ;—no man can tell what fruit it will produceit may 
not produce peace, but it will be attended by two confcquences, 
either of which is of fufficient importance to induce us to make the 
trial;—it will diminifli animofity abroad, and it will leffen difeon- 
tent at home. 

The French arc animated to madnefs ngainft this nation. I in¬ 
quire not into the caufe; the fact is certain: but when they hear 
that we arc ready to treat with them, they will know that the cala¬ 
mities which they fuffer are not of our creating; and if the overture 
is rejected, the people of Great Britain will know, that the burden*' 
which they fuftain arc unavoidable. But there will bp a want of 
firmnefs in changing our fyltem—A perfevcrance, my Lords, in 
meafures originally wrong, is not magnanimity, but obftinacy;—. 
a perfevcrance in meafures originally right, but which circumftances 
have rendered, probably, unattainable, is not a mark of wifdom, 
but of folly.—It was a mi [taken idea of the dignity of firmnefs which 
loft America to this country;—it was the fame miftaken idea of ths 
dignity of firmnefs, in not attending to the juft complaints of the 
people, which has broken the golden pillars of the Church, and turn* 
bled into ruins the Throne of France. Let us grow wife from our 
own experience, and from observing the misfortunes of others. 

But lhall we fuffer the bloody tyrants of the Convention, and 
(heir no lefs bloody affociatcs in every province, town, and village' 
of France, to efcape unpuni(hed| I like not harlli language on any 
occafion; it tends only, to widen differences: but thofe men are nut 
anfwerable for their conduit to us; their own nation are, their judges; 
nor will they efcapc unpunifhed, though they fall not by the axe of 
the executioner; to the juftice of God wc commit them; of ra%r. 






np become* p&ceable men to Iayi to his infinite mercy we commend 
ibem; - miy he grant them repentance, and forgive die enormity of 

But the refoUrees of France are exhaufted, our^are ffill great, 
ind one campaign more will finidi die bulinefs with fuccefs.—All 
this is afTertioii, without proof; it is an improbable prophecy: but 
admit it to be true in all its parts, let us fee what will follow j for 
it» a main part of deliberative wifdom to refpeft the end of meafures. 

Suppofe, then, the unfortunate Louis to be placed, by our ef¬ 
forts, on the throne of his anceftors, furrounded by his nobles in 
the plenitude of their ancient privileges; the baftile re-ere&cd, and 
die people of France,—Heaven avert that part of the event!—once 
shore crouching under the rod of defpdtic power, what advantage 
trill Great Britain derive from this change ? The King of France 


Canrtot reftore to us thoufands, and tens of thoufands, of gallant men, 
Who have perifhed in the conteft; nor will he fend us a colony of 
his fubjc&s to replace the numbers which the State has loft.—Will 
he repay into the Exchequer of Great Britain the millions, and tens 
of millions, Which have been expended, or tax his own people, in 
order to eafe our fhoulders from the burdens wc muft fuftain on his 


account ?—No; whatever may be his gratitude, he will not have 
. the ability to do this.—Will he give up his Wcft-India iflands'to 
Indemnify us for our lodes ? No; he will not rob his Crown of fo 
. bright a jewel; his people will not fuffer it; Spain will not permit 
it; Holland, if fhe is allowed a voice, will exclaim againft it; all 
' the powers of Europe, already too envious of our profperity, too 
jealous df our greatnefs, (I verily believe we have not one cordial 
friend in Europe) they will all confpire to prevent our receiving fuch 
ait additional fource of naval and commercial ftrength. I profefs 
1 do not fee any probability of our ever regaining a lingle guinea of 
what we have fpent, though the re-eftablifhmcnt of the ancient Mo¬ 
narchy, or of a limited Monarch, fhould, by our means, be effeiftcd 
to-morrow. But, I may be told, that the war was begun* and is 
* contimlSd, not fo much for there-eftablifhment of the French Mo¬ 


narchy, as for the fccurity of our own. 

I have already delivered my opinion fo explicitly on the little 
. connexion , there is between the eftablilhment of a Republic in 
Fiance, and the fubverfion of th^Englifh Conftitution, that I will 
not dwell on this point any longer." 

V But this is a.War of religion, againft Atheifm and infidelity.— 
. Gracious God! How great is the prefumption of us, miferablc 
mortals! The Almighty Creator and Confervator of the Univerfe 
i. wanteth not the arm of fiefti to fecure the reality of his cxiftencc, 



a, m S . 

or the honour of hit law*. He*gave « tofatUNfo if{ 

to exterminate the Canainitea for their 9ft&edft& r and ’ idotalW|' 
but he bath gjvpn none to us, or to the Princes of Europe, tone* 
terminate the French for thdr cruelty and infidelity. Ver^ean^ 
as a noble Duke tightly obfetved> and with a fenfe of religion whicii 
adds honour to his rank, vengeance belongeth not to man j ofy 
In the words of Scripture, “ Vengeance it mine, 1 will repay, 
faith the Lord. 

* Allow me, my Lords, for a moment, a word on the fubjeft of 
French infidelity; it certainly 'mil not be a word of excufe or ex¬ 
tenuation ; it will be a word of comfort and confolation to every fin* 
cere believer in the Gofpel of Jefus Chrift. I am then, my Lords, 
full of hope, full of expectation, grounded on fome knowledge of 
the Scriptures, that this abandonment of all religion in France wilf 
be followed in due time, in the time known only to the Ancient iff 
days , by the eftablifhment of a purer fyftem of chriftianity than has 
ever taken place in that country, or perhaps in any other country, 
fince the age of the Apoftles. Voltaire, Roufieau, Helvetius, Di¬ 
derot, and the reft of foe philofophers in France, and perhaps I may 
fay, many in our own country, have mistaken the corruptions of y 
chriftianity for chriftianity itfelf, and in fpurhing for yoke of fuper- 
flition, have overthrown religion. They are in foe condition of 
men deferibed by Plutarch; they have fled from fuperftition; 
have leapt over religion, and funk into Atheifm. They will be * 
followed by future Newtons and by future Lockes, who will re¬ 
build, with more than mortal ftrength and beauty, the altars which 
foe others have polluted and thrown down ; for they will found 
them on foe pure and unadorned rock of Chriftun verity, and foe 
attacks of infidels (hall no more prevail againft them. 

I beg pardon for this digreflion, (and I am furc I (hall be for¬ 
given it when I confider foe attention with which foe Houfe, parti¬ 
cipating in his feelings, liftened to foe rxfole Secretary of State, ifthefi 
he deferibed, with for much truth, foe prefent irreligion of France,)** 
and return to the fubjeft of debate. My opinion is, that we fooiila 
make foe moft vigorous preparations for war, by land and fea, and 
efpecially by fea; that thefe preparations (hould be accompanied with 
a real difpofition for peace. Thus prepared, and thus difpofed, W 
may boldly fay to France, ** Peace or war; take your choice.** ’ 
Let not our enemies triumph at this declaration, or miftake otit 
meaning. We wi(h for peace, but we wifti for it on their account, * 
on the account of general humanity, as much as on our own. We* 
wifti for peace, but we are prepare d for tear; we art neither <fif- 
heartened by their fuccCffes, txk iritirinidat£d by their j 
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tdafisx* to hat exhapfled, .our courage,is not fubdued. They 
b$Mttujfth upon our divifions $ they trill find us not divided in re- 
"fiftig them. Would God .that my voice could rea ch the Con¬ 
vention, when I fay, 'that the people is with the Cibtfn, Ind that 
the Crown it with the people, arid that both are with the Conftitu- 
tton. All parties are united, all good men are combined, to do 
what? Tofupport the Throne; what rifei To maintain the 
aridocracy. What clfc? To protect the people themfelves from die 
ihQdious machinations of their own demagogues, from the bloody 
tyranhy of French fraternities. 

My Lords, I have done. I have delivered a plain and honed 
opinion; I am not attadied to any party, though 1 find no fault w ith 
thofe who are. Parties, I acknowledge, may be formed, main¬ 
tained, and broken, on honourable terms; but I know not how it 
has happened, except from the narrow views of a collcgi i'e life, it 
has never fuited my notions of public probity to become a partv man. 
I beg on this head to be clearly underdood; I have no wifh to fee 
die prefent pilots driven from the helm; I limply wifh them to 
change their courfe. It is a matter of ptrfcti indifference to me, 
who deers the vcffcl of the State, provided it is dccred with ability. 
The dorm with which it is threatened is new in kind, and unpa¬ 
ralleled in degree: hitherto we have only heard its whidling from 
afar: it may foon approach our coads, and fcattcr tremendous and 
andiftinguifhed ruin over the whole land. May blefling from God, 
reward from the King, gratitude from the country, fall upon the 
head of that man, of whatever party he may be, who fhall conduct 
us iqto port with fafety and with honour! My Lords, I have tref- 
paded too long on your time. I conclude with giving my hearty 
concurrence to the motion of the noble Duke. 


Lord, HAWKESBURY judified the conduct of Adminidration 
%/n the whole courfe of the prefent war. There was no power in 
/ $prqpc oppofed to France at this moment, againd which they had 
committed, in die firft indancc, an aft of aggreflion, and againd 
llhgj^nd*mod manifedly. We did not wifh to interfere with the 
government of France, but France interfered with the government 
of England. The»fubjeft before their Lordfhips refolved itfelf into 
two tfuedkms. Fird, Did any form of Government whatever pre¬ 
clude negotiation, fince a report had gone abroad that this country 
*Wpnld only treat with a Monarchy in Fiance? Secondly, Was 

e at thin time attainable ? There were two motions before the 

b ; they both dated th$ poffiJiUity of our negotiating with a 

Republic j but the one dud that we could not treat with a Govem- 

from wiuch we could nof: have fecurity for an honourable 
* * 
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peace, which was that of the amendment moved by his nobjk friend, < 
the Secretary of State. The other, moved by 1 the noble Ddke, 
no fuclvqualjfication. He preferred the amendment of his noble * 
friend, fincc, however deferable peace might be, a vigorous profo- 
cution of the war appeared to him, in the prefent moment, the heft, 
if not the only, means of obtaining it, upon honourable and feetqp 
terms. 


The Duke of ATHOL voted for the amendment, as it prefeTV- 
<?d the honour of the Britifh nation, and left full room for nego- 
ciation. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWN, in a very able and maiterfy 
fpccch, declared that he confidcred the importance of the prefont 
dangerous crifis as fo great, that there was not a moment to lofc, 
otherwife he fhould be led to inquire into the caufes of the lofe of 
Holland, a lofs for which this country was very little prepared, 
and which was a very different thing from the march to Paris,*as 
held out in the beginning of the campaign. He wifhed to know 
what had become of the ferviccs we had a right fo expedt from the 
King of Pruffia, and of thofe troops we had fubfidhted by 'treaty, 
and for which this country had already paid confiderable filths 
of money ? • 5 ' 

That he had certain information of confiderable fums remitted 
to the Auihians: lie knew where it was paid, and by whom the 
bills wrcrc endorfed, without any communication to Parliament, 
a fadf in itfclf incredible, if it was not for two things—Kr know¬ 
ledge of the faff, and his experience of the difregard and levity with 
which Parliament had been repeatedly treated by the prefent Mi- 
nifters. We had heard talk of 35000 Auftriansj if money had been 
paid for them, where were they ? Why had not we our money 
worth ? 

If the money we had fent to Pruffia and Aullria had been fait 
to Holland, it would have attached the Dutch more to us, and 
have enabled them to have fitted out their navy ; it would have 
ftrengthened the hands of the Prince of Orange, who would htojb 
(hewn to the country the good (kill and friendfhip of England as 
an ally. 

And furely the Dutch deferved all our attention, for never Was 
fo much confidence placed by one ‘nation in another, never wafe 
fuch implicit obedience to all the defires of this country, never fiich * 
patience under all they fuflered by their attachment to England* 
His Lordfhip then read the following letter fount Lord St. Hellene 
to Mr. Rich : _ 
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Hague, iz Oflober, 1794. 

SIR, 

Lord Grenville having received a letter from you, inoghiclryou date, 
that, in conlequence of the progrefs lately made by the enemy on the 
.frontier of this Republic, a general confirmation had taken place at Am- 
ilerdanr, which had produced a confiderable emigration of the inhabitants 
of that city, and that it might therefore be expedient, that fome afli- 
flance might be furnifhed by Great Britain to luch other perl'ons as 
might be difpofed to leave that place with their effects. I am direlted 
by his Lordfnip to inform you, that His Majeily, far from being dif¬ 
pofed to aifift or facilitate any fuch emigration, wifhes to check and 
difeourage it as much as pomble, confidering it as highly prejudicial 
to the interefls of the Republic, as well as of the common caufe. 

I beg leave to recommend it to you to take every proper opportunity 
of making known thefe fentiments of His Majefty, and particularly to 
thofe perrons whofe conduit they may he likely to influence. 

1 am, with great eftecra and refpeft, 

&c. &c« 

• (Signed) St. Hellens, 

The Dutch, and even the Englifh fubjdts, implored for per- 
mjffion .to icmove their property without fuccefs : now that the 
fivers were frozen over, they are infulted with a permiflion to do 
what is known is impoflible to be done. This was aggravated by 
the conduit of the Dutoh to blind their natural riv^l 1 The modem 
Antwerp! Not a cellar in Oftend that was n«*i emptied—all 
rivaUhip was fbxgpt. Whilft the fame pcrmiffion was denied by 
us to the Dutch under all the eircumftances of friendfhip and at¬ 
tachment, At any other time he would propofe to the Houfe to 
inquire into fuch unaccountable conduit, but fo great was the 
danger in his opinion, that the time did not admic of it. Holland 
was now loft, and if their Lordfhips would take the trouble of 
weighing the confequences of this great event, firft in regard to 
the allies, and next to ourfelves, he was perfuaded there was 
Hqt a xcafonable man of common fbreiight who would not be afto- 
aifhed, tf not confounded, at the magnitude of the danger impend- 
over us ; Holland Is loft,, not like Oftend with empty cellars, 
but with their magazines and ftore-houfes full.—The fhop of all 
JSurope! the depot in particular of all warlike ftores!—It has been 
jthe of the wifeft Dutchmen, confirmed by the wifeft men 

<qf cyther nations, that whoever pofteftes their force and influence 
in a d ditio n to their own—wdl governed* muft govern the world. 
y; The foce of the map (hews the great rivers by which the allies 
iKre fupplied in Gemquny as well as the Low Countries, notorioufly 
*ith powder all the laft campaign, fine® which the French have 
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bought up the whole of the ftltpetre ait Copenhagen, to that none 
remains in private hands. The Dutch had received a laigr quan¬ 
tity for the life of the ftate: the French being in pofleffion of thefe 
rcfources, can carry their conquefts wherever they pleafe; thfe 
Auihians having only Triefte to depend upon: add to this the 
profped of a general famine, which muft affedk the Allies 
more than the French, who remain In pofleffion of the 
countries of produce, and the rivers to convey it. He faid he 
did not know how we (hould convey the money we feemed to be 
fo ready to get rid of, ' h> ’h was the only article that can be 
conveyed with any degree of taCility: it muft be done in bullion, 
which is no pleafant circumftancc. Wc (hall have to fend the one 
fourth of allourfpecic to the Emperor, and another fourth of it to die 
Britifh, Heffians, and Hanoverians; thus draining the country of 
half the current fpecle of the kingdom. Bills of exchange will be 
attended with difficulty, if not impoffibility, unlefs the French re- 
fpedt the neutrality of Hamburgh, which is not only attached te 
France, in preference, but French principles prevail therealmoft 
univerfally. If this will not do, we muft go a great way about, 
to Lubcc, or up the Oder, and as no one can doubt the punctu¬ 
ality of fovereigns, perhaps we may fee the King of Pruffia traftf- 
mitting our loan to die Emperor, like another Mr. Hope, who has 
been, to his great credit and honour,-the banker of all the world. 

As to ourfclves, the noble Marquis faid, the French were more 
on a level with us, thin would be flattering to ftate : but when the 
fleet of Holhnd was to be added to that of France, they would be¬ 
come foimidab'c indeed: in Holland they would find thoufands of 
tranfport' elfds appropriated to invafion, whilft the (hips of war 
Cut oiF all our communication with the Baltic and the North. This 
would oblige us to have at leaft twenty (hips of the line, to convoy 
our trade to and from the Baltic, during the who 1 e fummer.Thofe who 
were in Government in the year 1782 knew vihat a chapter the 
North Seas were. The Dutch have an thcr fuperiority in this rt- 
fpedt; they have their ports, and places of retreat and fecurity at 
hand , ours are far, difficult, and inconvenient. We muft add to 
this the probability of Spain joining againft us, as welt as the (kill 
and alcrtncfs of the French in (hip building, now that they are (up- 
plied fufficiently with all materials. The French have their choice 
of attack \ invulnerable thomfclvcs, they need no fyftem of defence, 
difregarding as they do their iflands; whilft we have to prated. Peaee 
once reftored, France muft refolve into fome Government; in the 
mean time, whilft we (how fo much difpofttion xo examine into the 
diftrefs of our enemies, and to ad upon it, he recommended it to 
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their LordShips to bellow fpme little time upon what more nearly 
concerned them, namely, our own interest. He had had a clergy¬ 
man with him that very morning, who was an a&ing magistrate in 
die Well of England, who gave fuch an alarming account of the Hate 
of the poor, that he could not help defiring him to put it on 4aper, 
that he might read it to' their Lordlhips. 

He then read as follows: 

t 

*' 4 ‘ From the commencement of this war, diftrefs and poverty, in the 
nMnufafturing part of the Weft of England, have constantly increafed, 
and, fince harveft, have made a moft alarming progrefs. 

“ In the clothing towns, weavers have been re drifted to one half of 
'their ufual work; and in the country parishes women and children 
have fcarcely any thing to do. 

• “ The fpmning of wool by hand has failed ; hemp and cotton have 
been tried, but, for want of a market, are abandoned. 

With all the villages, with which, as a magillrate, I am acquainted, 
the labouring poor have no malt liquor, nochecfe, no bacon, being con¬ 
fined absolutely to bread and water. This, however, is not the worft 
of their condition; for their bread is not fufticient for their families, and 
they are unable to purchafc either clothes or fuel. 

“ From this extremity of poverty, their fevers are all putrid ; but the 
infeftion is not confined to villages. 

“ To alleviate this diftrefs, every expedient has been tiicd; and the 
rates are rapidly advancing ; yet, were the magiftrates-to grant that 
relief which the difttefs tequirrs, the farmers would be ruined, and the 
diftrefs would be increafed. 

Send, (ays his LordShip, for a refident clergy-man from each coun¬ 
ty, and they will tell you the fame, except, perhaps, to fome local 
manufa&urers. 

When Henry the Fourth of France formed his plan of attacking 
the Houfc of Auftria, he devoted fifteen years in preparing alli¬ 
ances^ arfcnals, (lores, uniting all descriptions of people, and regu¬ 
lating his finances; (o that he could have carried on the war for 
(be years, without levying a tax. 

How great was the difference pf our fituation! It might not 
be prudent to enter into the forte and the foible of this countiy, but 
it were much to bfcwifhed, that the Privy Council, an important part of 
theinifitution, fallen almoft obfolete as aPoliticalCouncil,for which it 
wasinftituted, was revived, when every man on his oath was bound to 
give his bcSt counfel, and to keep the King’s fecrets. Let the King hear 
all his counsellors—let him confront former Ministers with his 
prefent, which would put their difintereftednefs to the teft!—Let 
him hear the danger; himfelf, his country, and his family run. 

There was an idea which had Struck him, which he did not 
know whether he did not tread on too tender ground when he ven- 
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tured to mention it; but, trufting to his intention, he hoped them 
was no quarter in which it could be mifinterpretod. 

Our trade, Eaft, Wed, North and South—The Baltic, and qur 
NorthcjnCoafts in particular—The Channel—Ireland—Canada— 
Newfoundland—Hallifox—Weft Indies, both Windward and to 
Leewifrd—The Eaft Indies—Not to mention the Mediterranean, 
and the great kingdom of Corfica, which will hang like a mill-ftonc 
about our necks, and what is worfe than all, a revolutionary govern¬ 
ment to combat. 

The power of revolutionary governments the Marquis recom¬ 
mended moft earneftly to their Lordfhips’ cooleft reflexions, as in 
fad it was the groundwork and key to every thing: it was impoffi- 
blc to compare it with any government, as it was as much fuperior, 
in point of energy, to a didhtor or a defpot, as they are to an anar¬ 
chy. The defpot and didator arc reftrained by laws, or the rem¬ 
nants of laws, if not b) prejudices, or at any rate by pcrfonal pru¬ 
dence—Revolutionary Governments by none, regular Governments, 
like our own, proceed by example, by a greater or lcfljer number of 
Inpocritical taxes—Refourccs in regular Governments are afeer- 
t unable; but the way of coming at them makes the difficulty— 
In Revolutionary Governments all is open \ the (ingle word requifi- 
tion renders hypocrify unneceffary, fwccps all before it—Property, 
produce—all yields. There is no need to ftudy means; no com¬ 
parative calculation can be made as to finance, with fuch a Go¬ 
vernment ; the only one, if it could be got at, is the amount of 
of gold and filvcr, which they have to purdiafe articles of the firft ne- 
ceffity they may w ant from abroad, bullion they bought up early, at a high 
price—never ccafed to augment their fuppl), by plunder or puichale, 
cither at home or abroad, with laws made for prohibiting the ex¬ 
portation, except for articles of the firft mceflity: this has been 
always their objed, in order to b** beforehand with us. 

As to their paper money, no matter how much they fpend ; they 
fpend to day, and tike it bick to-morrow, and ilfue aflignats ad infi¬ 
nitum. This appears burthenfome and honibly grievous to indivi¬ 
duals ; but what is d* grievance to any man, who does not feel it, 
or that thinks it impofcJ b> himfelf r In a political view, paper, 
as long as you depend on it, for the interior only, can never fail. 

The grand and only objed is to put an end to this Revolutionary 
Government: fo for wc are all agreed; but not on account of its 
bad logic, its cruelty, its fluctuations, its inefficiency, but its N 
efficiency , its fufernatural power. 

Once diflblvcd, no country will, to guard againft a Revolution, 
bring in a Revolutionary Government—How then accompliftt an 
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tlut Revolutionary 'Government ? Restfon tells you a war 
will not do it I FadfoteUydf the fame thing! For inftanee—Ame¬ 
rica !—the progrefs of thiswar, at far as it has gone!—the repeated 
declarations of the Convention, who can alledge no other ground 
for its continuance! Thcfc are undeniable fafts, which jrove 
that the Re^otutionary Government is difloluble alone by peace, 
and continued by war. * 

There was, by all account, a very lovely perfon, as anxiouily 
. and univerfally expedfed by all ranks and deferiptions, as any pci- 
ion ever was, iince the acceflion of the Houfe of Hanover. How¬ 
ever the French may have forfeited their ancient character of gal¬ 
lantry, he could not help thinking it was too deeply rooted in the 
French character; befides what is infeparable from brave men, 
that a’very flight Word finding its way to General Pichcgru, in 
which there could be no great difficulty, could not fail to thaw a 
great deal of that icc, which Had for fomc time obftrudted the pro- 
grefs of the expected blefling to this country. He need not tel! 
their Lordfhips what great events took their rife from much Ids 
caufes ; he himfelf remembered the Negotiations which terminated 
in the peace of 1763 took their rife from a much lefs circumftance, 
namely, die releafe of the Comte d’Eftaignc. Their Lordfhips likc- 
wife. knew how many inftances there were, from die mother of 
'Coriolanus, down to the inftance lately mentioned in the newf- 
papers of the After of Mr. Charettc, of the powers of the female 
fex interpoiing, and fcarcely ever failing to fucceed where they did, 
of compofing the moft dreadful feuds. Under what happy au- 
fpices would die Royal Pcrfonage arrive in England, captivating 
the two greateft nations in the world, at one and the fame mo¬ 
ment; converting the Ca Ira’s and the Marfeillois March into 
Hymns for Peace, and landing with Cornucopias, tec. tec. in her 
hand. But whatever their Lordfhips might think of expedients, 
of which there may be many, he wiflied their Lordfhips not to let 
die grpat objedt be from their mind, the importance , and, in truth, 
the necejfrty of peace , if an honourable one can be had ; that the 
tide, he was afraid, was fet in againft us; and he was much mif- 
taken, : if every rtfonth that it was deferred, the lefs advantageous, if 
f not the lefs honourable, it would be : that the way to make it ho¬ 
nourable, was to make it fpcedy ; and he fhould vote for the ori¬ 
ginal motion, in preference to the amendment, for this plain and 
Ample teafon, that the original motion tended to conciliate the 
- French, as the amendment tended to dilguft them. 

Em! SPENCER followed the noble Marquis in moft of his ob- 
ftrvadons on the ftate of the country, and drew a different conclu- 
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lion as to the prefent Hate of foeJower daft; he dit!" not agree at 
all with the pidlurc which had been draWn of our Situation in generi 
ral. His Lordlhip juftified himfelf for having taken part in Ad- 
miniflration; he obeyed the call of His Majefty, for the purpofe 
of ferving his country. He lamented that the noble Marquis, and 
every perfon with whom he had formerly a&ed in public affairs, did 
not join the ftandard of Government, at this alarming period; for he- 
knew their abilities might be highly ferviceable to the State; but if 
they Ihould continue to refufej he hoped* the country would have 
energy to defend itfclf ; for his part, he Ihould never defert what 
appeared to him to be its true intcreft. He Ihould vote for die 
amendment. 

Lord HAWKE approved of the amendment. His Lordlhip • 
gave an account qf the prefent naval ftrength of this country, and 
laid, he trufted we were fuflficiently powerful to defeat the enemy*. 
He alfo took a view of the Dutch navy, and faid, from its defective 
Hate, tlie French would have very little reafon to boaft the acqui- 
fition. 

The Earl of HARDWICKE fpoke againft the motion; he de¬ 
nied that the fituation of this country was fuch as to lead us to rilk 
our fccurity, by negociating with a country whofe principles were fo 
hoftile to all the Governments of Europe. A vigorous profecution 
of the war, he conceived, to be the only means of obtaining a fafe 
and honourable peace. His I<ord(hip commented upon His Ma- 
- jelly’s fpcechcs and declarations, to prove that no original interfe¬ 
rence had been intended, with refpeft to the internal affairs of 
France; and that a Government \vould not liave been rejc<Sted, 
whofe afpeH was not hollilc to that Hate of amity which ought tela- 1 
lively to fubfift amongft the feveral States of Europe. He faid, that 
nothing could be more ddufivc than to lobk for moderation of con¬ 
duct or fccurity from the French, Their conduct had undergone 
no change. He had received fuch accounts from the Rhine of their 
pillage, violences, and devaftations, as were (hocking to the heart* 
His Lordfhip concluded with obferving, that the French had-threat- 
ened to invade this country ; he believed they might make the at¬ 
tempt, but he trufted they would be received with that fpirit which 
would induce them to form a very different opinion of the internal 
ftrength and reiburees of this country, than that which had induced 
them to undertake fo hazardous an enterprize. 

The Marquis of ABERCORN lamented that His Majelly's 
Minifters, inftcad of meeting the queftion of the noble Duke fairly, 
had had rccourfeto a fhuffling mode of evading foe difeuffion, which 
was neither dignified to thcmlelvcs, nor. refpe&ful to the Houfev 
yoL. XL 11. N 
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Itwaras defwftive in true policy ?s it was unbecoming in men en¬ 
trained Srith fuch high filiations. If at any time a queftion was 
propofed in Parliament) cither of an abftraft nature, or of a precife 
and fpecific quality, which was either improper in itfclf, or unfea- 
fonable, there wcie modes eftablifhed by the rules of the Houfe, 
for getting rid of them by the previous queftion, and by the order 
of the day. Inftcad of thefe, die Minifters had had rccourfe to the 
expedient of moving a number of other words, extremely ambiguous, 
and which, while they evaded the queftion of the noble Duke, held 
out nothing fatisfa&ory to the country. It was with pain that he 
felt himfclf called upon to give this defenption of their condudt. 
The country weic highly indebted to the noble Duke for his motion. 
It was a motion, the noble Marquis laid, to which every noble 
Lewd in that Houfe, however various their opinions with rrfpcdi to 
the conduit of the war, or the rtfources of the two countries, thofc 
who wilhed for immediate negociation, and thofc who wifhed for a 
vigorous profccution of the war, might unite in their aifent a motion 
fo admirably frnmed as to concenter all the varieties of Opinion, leav¬ 
ing entirely out of the queftion all thofc points which might afford 
matter for debate. It was a motion that would be grateful to die 
heart of this country, and he believed would have more good efftdls 
than any propofuion that could poftibly be brought forward. Its 
adoption was effenti.il to the tranquillity of this country, and to the 
happinefs of mankind; for without this our exertions would be pal- 
fied by the confederation that there was no pofliblc ind to the war. 
Minifters affe&ed to argue that the declaration propofed by the noble 
Puke would cripple them, by (hewing to the enemy that the coun¬ 
try was defirous of peace, and tired of the war. In his mind their 
conduct (hewed this infinitely more than if they had met the queftion 
openly. Their avoiding it in the way in which they did, proved 
that they no longer ftood on the high ground on which they were a 
lhort time ago, and that they were forced to make ufc of this expe¬ 
dient^ That the public mind was generally charged he had the 
pcrfonal means of knowing, he had not been inattentive to the ira- 
preflion which recent events had made upon them, and he was per- 
fuaded, that from the universal fpirit of loyalty and determination 
to (land by the King and Conftitution, there was but one drawback, 
namely, die gloom and uneafinefs which hung over them at feeing 
ncbend to a war, the ri>je& of which was undefined. The motion 
o$the noble Duke would ferve to diflipate this doubt, and would 
fbunitc all men's minds to die purfuit of the war, if after fuch a 
declaration the French were disinclined to treat for an honourable 
peace. ' 
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Lord MULGRAVE expatiated upon the violent proceedings of • 
the National Convention* the enormities committed by the fucceffion 
of faftions'which had held the reins of pt>wer, and argued that the 
principles upon which the Convention'had a'ded, were fo inimical r 
to that fydem of relative amity, which fubfifted amorigti the perma¬ 
nent Governments of Europe, as rendered any negotiation, uniafe 
during the continuance of fuch principles. It was not .the form of 
the Government merely, that was the matter in difpute, but the 
principles of action, which had been confidered as immediately- 
threatening the fafety of all thofe countries which did not chufe to 
hazard their exigence, by the recognition of principles fo dangerous. 
War, his Lordtiilp faid, was a calamity which ought to be avoided* 
unlefs the danger and infccurity of peace were greater than the ha¬ 
zards of a vigorous war. But he would afk noble Lords if this wit 
the period to obtain a fafe and honourable peace ? Upon what terms 
could this peace be obtained r We mud acknowledge the imprescrip¬ 
tible Rights of Man, Liberty and Equality, and the unity and in-* 
divifibility of the French Republic. How could this be done with¬ 
out at the fame time acknowledging principles fiibverlivc of the Con- 
ditution and laws of this country—principles fubverfive of all here¬ 
ditary right r But betides this, continued the noble Lord, by another 
fyftem, engrafted upon the former, the fyftem of incorporation*, 
which they have pra&ifed with refpedt to the conquered Countries*, 
would it be fafe to lekve them in pofleffion of the Auftrian Netherlands, 
of part of Spain, of Savoy, which we have guaranteed to the King 
of Sardinia ? Shall wc give up Coriica, the Sovereignty of which 
has been accepted, on felicitation, by His Majefty ? Do noble Lords 
think fuch terms would be confident with a fafe and honourahUi 
peace I What then is the purport of the prefent motion ? certainly 
it is not prudent for us to make any gratuitous declaration, which 
can anfwer no prefent good confcqucncc, but may be produ&ivc of 
future evil. His LordKhip adduced the inconvenience of being bound 
down by gratuitous declarations, from the example of Louis XIV. 
and remarked the dilemma he was reduced to in confequence of his 
abjuring the SpanUh Monarchy, both for liimfelf and his podcrity. 
His Lorddiip thought nothing that had yet happened ought to dis¬ 
courage the country from perfevering in the war until there was an 
opportunity of making peace upon miorc advantageous and fccurc 
terms, than it could be done at prefent. We had dill many re* 
Sources in the wealth of the country, in the co-operation of the Em¬ 
peror, and in the defperate date and gallant fpirit of the 'French emi 
. grants* 




. ^Tfie ^arl of LAUDERDALE began with fome handfome com¬ 
pliments to the* noble mover, who poflefled talents which added 
dignity to rank, and fuperfeded the diftinftions which he derived 
ijbm birth and from fortune. The motion which he had brought 
forward, was fuch as few out of the Houfe, or among the allies, 
would not be difpofed to approve ; it was founded on the acknow¬ 
ledged principles of the Rights of Nations, and could not be con¬ 
troverted, without refoiting to the maxims of the Jacobin fchool. 

confidered the amendment moved as one of the mod extraordi¬ 
nary that had ever been offered to that Houfe, and as wrong ajnea- 
fui'e as could have been adopted, even by the prefent Admimftra- 
tiofi; becaufe It neither tended to bind Minifters to any fpccific de¬ 
claration, nor to fatisfy the Public as to the prccifc object in view. 
It left to His Majefty’s Minifters to judge what Government in 
France might be fit to give us terms of peace, fo that we could have 
rib hope of pacific meafures fo long as they thought proper to con¬ 
tinue the war for their own purpofes. The noble Earl recapitulated 
file arguments ufed by thofc who were againft the motion. He was 
of opinion, that their Lordfhips could not entertain a more abfurd 
idea, than to imagine that this country would reduce France, bccaufe 
thfc refources of the latter were, by their fuppofition, nearly annihi¬ 
lated. This favourite hypothefis was cherifhcd by their Lordfhips' 
belief that the circulation of the French aflignats would fbon be pre¬ 
cluded. They ought, however, to underftand, that die circulation, 
inftead of being circumfcribe'd, was greatly extended. Wherever the 
French were, their aflignats became current. In Savoy, Brabant, 
Holland, &c. this, pajter currency was fan&ioned by the mngiftrates, 
the. merchants, and the people. All hopes, therefore, of reducing 
France, in confcquence of the fuppoled diminution of her refources, 
were in vain; bccaufc, notwithstanding the prcdi&ions of thofe who 
had uniformly fupported the war, the French, inftead of becoming 
Jmpoverifhcd in refources, had improved their means of carrying on 
boftilitijgs with vigour and cfFeft. Thofc who thought that the cir¬ 
culation of aflignats and the other means adopted by the French 
were of a novel nature, did not remember, that the very fame ex¬ 
pedients were ufed by toe Americans in their memorable war againft 
this country. In toe records of their proceedings, it may be feen 
*thtt the Americans enforced their dollars or aflignats at par; and 
thqfe who are curious, njay be farther gratified by the proceedings of 
the Americans on the Maximum, &c. &c. . So that we may con- 
Tiludc, that French liberty Was not only of American growth, but 
al& toe expedients adopted for its fugport. The laft noble Speaker 




A; 1795* DEBATES, 

laid much ftrefs on the gallantry and numbers of the emigrants. 
He was far from depreciating the merits of thole Unhappy men. 
He believed they were invigorated with>all the artillery of deaeration ; 
but, without pretending to the gifts of prophecy, he fbrefaw their 
fate : he forefaw that they would fall fadrifices to die indignation 
of the French Republic. The prefent time, Lord Lauderdale in¬ 
filled, was the bell we could chufe for the commencement of a ne¬ 
gotiation. It was evideht that we were in a more defperate litua- 
ti«n this year than lad ; and it required little fagacity to fbpefce 
that jpe are better now than we wUl be at the expiration of another 
twelvemonth. Had we ufed our endeavour-* laft year for the redo- 
ration of peace, many calamities might have been avoided. One 
memorable vidtim of the Mimftcr’s proud dnd dubborn condudt wao 
convinced of the truth of what he now advanced. Had the nqgo- 
ciation for peace been concluded lad year, the Stadtholder would 
not now be lufteiing all the (harp and 1 itter aggravations of ndvcjrfe 
fortune ; ntithu he nor his illuflrious family would now be driven 
to the deplorable nectflity of fecking an afylum in this countiy ; 
and the rcfourccs ot the French would not have been increafed by 
the additioail riches of Holland, aided by her whole nav^ and fiorcs. 
With refpedt to the co oper'tion which it had been held out might 
be cxpt&id, in confequcncc of the loan to the Emperor, them was 
one curious circum dance illative to this tranfa<dion, which he would 
take the UbertY to mention : that a noble Lord in that Houfe had 
been fent with two propofitions to the Court of Vienna ; in the re¬ 
ception which that Court gave to thefe propofitions, they behaved, 
as might have been expelled, in an honed, blunt German way. 
The one was to offer them a loan of fix millions; and the other to 
jnojiofe that a Biitifh Gtntral fhould take die command of their 
troops. The money they accepted, they confidercd that as the na¬ 
tural commodity of the country, and the fupply came very fe&ibn- 
ably to the aid of their exhaufted finances ; hut on the fubje& of 
die donation of a Britifh Commander, the Emperor was laid to have 
tedified depositions not more gracious than the Empcior of China is 
fuppofed recently to have (hewn to fomc other prefents of a fimilar 
kind, attempted to he impofed upon him by the Britifh Court. 
Lord Lauderdale then afked what would be the imprefiion upon the 
people of France, when they fhould underftand that fuch a motion 
as had that night been brought forward by his noble friend, had 
been propofed to the Houfe, and rejelled by Mmidtrs ? Would 
they not conceive that Minillcrs wets not willing to make peace with 
Jhem upon any rcalonablc terms, and were carrying on the war for, 
2 
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the eggcMfrobjedl of the deftro&ion of their .Government ? Hit 
Lordfhip concluded by giving this vote ibr the original motion. 

The Puke of LEEDS explained what he had faid with rcfpedt 
to the fpeceh Of His Majefty, on the firft day of the feflion. The 
paflage refpedting the Dutch entering into a ncgociation, he thought* 
betrayed a feeling of pccvifhnefs, unworthy of the dignity of the 
quarter from which it came. This afforded to him only matter of 
regret, that His Majefty’s name had been fo far mifapplied. From 
the time when he firft took his feat in Parliament, about twenty- 
. five years ago, both in the other Houfe and in that in w'hidj^ he 
now had the honour of addrefting them, it was his misfortune to 
have witneffed many calamitous circumftanees: the prefent bore a 
finking rcfcmblance to the lad war, when we fuffered many public 
difafters. Thofc who topported the American war adopted fimilar 
expedients. He was atoud of the confcqucnccs, fhould wc ftub- 
bornly perfift to cany on hoftilities, in oppolition to the leffons of 
experience, and the maxims of found policy, as applied to our pre¬ 
fent filiation. He was an advocate tor the prefent motion, a* 
thinking that it could pot but be accompanied by the bed effe&s. 
If it did not produce a peace, it would caufc every man .to rally 
"around, and to defend die conditution. He faid, that it w r as 
amazing to fee the infatuation which prevailed with refpect to the 
war: he had found people, in other rcfpe&s of good fenfe, who. 
In the prefent indance, talked as if no propofition could be made 
tor peace, till either the Britiih army had reached Mont Marte, or 
the French had arrived at Shooter's Hill. For his part, he thought 
that there was a medium between the extremes of rafhnefs and ti¬ 
midity, and that both were equally total to the counfels of a nation. 
If things fhould arrive at that defperate fituation, which Miniders 
feemed to indraate ought to precede any propofition tor peace, the 
quedion, in his mind, would then be, not “ How to treat, but 
how to tollit would remain only tor that Houfe to groupe them- 
felves around the Throne, and to perifh in its ruins. He approved 
of the motion of the noble Duke, as bold, firm, and manly; while 
he could not help thinking that the amendment appeared in a very 
different point of view. 

The LQRD CHANCELLOR faid, that the motion was a 
mere abftrafl propofition, which could not with more propriety be 
entered upon the Journals of the Houfe than any fimilar propofition 
With refpedt to politics or morals. The amendment, .while it in¬ 
cluded every thing valuable in the motion, had a diredt practical 
inference. He commented upon, and defended the words of the 
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amendment; die effect of adopting die motiori might be to dif-fpl. 
nt the country, and to encourage the enemy; at the fame time he 
imputed no bad intention to the noble Duke who had brmight it 
forward. 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, he approved of the motion fo far aa 
it went, but thought it incomplete; it ought to have contained an 
expreflion of a refolution "to fupport His Majcfty in die Ready and 
vigorous profecution of tiie war. On this ground he would vote 
for the amendment, which, however, from the mode in which it 
was exprefled, contained fome decree of latent, though not, ha 
was perfuaded, of ftudied ambiguity. 

The Bifhop of DURHAM faid, he had only rifrn bccaufc ah t 
appeal had been made to the humanity of thofe along with whom 
he fat, by the noble mover: on the ground of humanity he would 
oppofc the motion, bccaufc in his mind it could only lead to s 
protracted ncgociation, and an infecure peace. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, that the latter part of (hi 
amendment, did not at all fuit the views of thofe who fupported 
the motion, as it held out the prefent Government of France as one 
not capable of maintaining the accuftomed relations of peace and 
amity with other countiics. * • 

The Duke of BEDFORD, in a reply of fomc length, took no¬ 
tice of all the arguments which had been advanced againft his mo¬ 
tion, and of the contradictory grounds upon which it had been op* 
pofed. He remonftrated againft the pra&icc of introducing a new 
motion under colour of an amendment, and (hewed that no folid 
objection had been brought againft his original motion. He took 
notice of the propenftty of Miniftsrs to (hift‘their groundif he 
aferibed to them one line of argument, they immediately faid, No, 
and had rccourfe to fome other pofition; if he attempted to fix them 
to that, they again (hifted their ground, and dickered them (elves 
in fomc frefh fubtcrfugc. The fame unfair mode which they em¬ 
ployed in defending themfelves, they had applied to that propolition 
which he had brought forward on that occafion.—fnftead of frankly 
meeting if, Lord Grenville had chofen to fet It afide, by bringing, 
forward an entirely different refolution, under colour of an amend¬ 
ment—? circumftance which clearly proved, that no propolition 
would be adopted by Minifters, which did not, in the firft ihftance^ * 
proceed from themfelves. This was a mode of getting rid of his 
refolution, which he muft diftin&ly reprobate. They had then 
argued againft his refolution, as if It went to the length of firing foe 
peace—a circumftance which he not only cvprefsly declaimed, but 
which the propofitioq itfelf could not in the fmalfcft degree warrant. 
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On (he cpnttary, he had brought it forward, in order to lead Mi* 
sifters to feme dirfcdl avowal of principle, which might at leaft pave 
die way for negotiation, and hold out a ground to the country, on 
which it might be poflible to treat. Lord Grenville had ftated it 
as a proof of the irritability of the Republican Government of France, 
that the Convention had fent to the Revolutionary Tribunal, a per¬ 
son, who had publifhed a pamphlet, propofing that the Primary 
Aflemblics fhould meet to deliberate whether Monarchy fhould not 
he reftored. This was the greateft crime that could be committed 
againft any State, as it was a propefal, that went diredily to over¬ 
turn the exifting Republican Government. Was it any proof of 
4 the inability of the Britifh Conftitution, that Government had 
drought proper to hang tlieir own ipy, (Watt) becaufe in order the- 
more effectually to promote the views of his employers, lie had 
drought proper in the focietics to efi»oufc the caufc of Republicanifm ? 
What would Miniftcrs fay, if the expreffion of this fpy, had been 
btfd-out as the criterion of the fentiments of the country? Lord 
ia>ughborough had been plcafed to declare, that he imputed to him 
no bad intention, in bringing forward his motion. What intention 
Could the noble Lord polliby impute to him, but a regard for the 
interefts of .the country, and an ardent defirc to fave the Conftitu¬ 
tion ? But it might be allcdgcd that they oppofed the meafurcs of 
Mmifters, bccaufe they were envious of tlieir places. The ranks 
of* Oppofttion had lately been confidcrably thinned; other noble 
Lords had chained their opinions, and had been rewarded with 
places and honours; and “ we too,” faid the Duke of Bedford, 
“ might have participated of thefe rewards, if we had been difpofed 
In purchafe them at the fame price.” 

Adverting to the ftatements of Lord Grenville, refpeding the 
French finances, and die eonclufion which he drew of the infallible 
ruin of their refources, in confequcncc of the depreciation of their 
aflignats, his Grace then afked, what was the cafe with refpedt 
to the agignats of this country; he meant not the notes of the Bank 
of England, but die property vefted in the public funds ? Had that 
fu&Cred no diminution in its value fince the commencement of the 
war? Had not thbfe whofe. fortune was placed in the three per 
cents. Jpflr almoft a tiiird of what dicy poffcfled, in confequence of 
the <kfetenfi«i of the value of that flock ? And was this a reafon 
whjpjtey one fhould prcdi£l the fall of (he Government of the 
country ? On the contrary, were not thofe perfons, whofe property 
j^lependal dn the credit of the Government, naturally interefted in 
it^iupport, and anxious to ftrengthen their own fccurity by giving 
i its pppratfons confidence and liability ? Exadtty fuqh yegs (he 
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cafe in France ; all who were poflfefled of aflignats acquired an in- 
tereft in the fupport of the French Government; and in proportion 
to the extent of their circulation was incrcafed the number of perfons, 
who would be induced by the ftrongeft motives to promote the ina¬ 
bility of the Republic. But when Ministers talked of the decay of 
the French rcfources, did they forget tliat at the very moment they.* 
were ubng this lanya^'-, France was attaining the poffcfllon of the 
refourccs of other countries, and had already added thofe of Flan¬ 
ders and Holland to the aid of their own exertions ? One noble 
Lord (Auckland) had ohjc&ed to his motion, becaufe if the peace 
which it deferibed could not be obtained, it contained no cxprcflion 
of an intention to fupport His Majefty in the vigorous profecution of 
the war. He had not introduced any exprefiion of that fort, Becaufe 
he did not conceive it to be neceflary for the fpecific purpofc which 
he had in view. But fucli was his defirc to remove -all. objections, 
and to unite all parties, that if it would canclliate the fupport of the 
noble Lord, he was ready to make pn amendment upon his original 
motion, by introducing fuch an expreffion. 

Lord GRENVILLE, Lord MULGRAVE, and the Earl of 
CARLISLE explained. 

The Houfc divided on the amendment, 

Contents 88 ; Not Contents 15. 

The queftion being put on the motion thus amended, a conver- 
fation took place, in which Lord Grenville faid cxprcfsly, that Ilis 
Majefty’s Miniftcrs confidered the prefent Government of France 
as one with which they could not treat. 

The Duke of BEDFORD, and the Earls of GUILFORD and 
LAUDERDALE, contended that this was a full ad million that 
the refolution as now propofed to be voted, was completely nugatory. 

Lord GRENVILLE and the Earl of CARLISLE endeavoured 
to qualify this conftru&ion of Lord Grenville’s words, but the words 
in fubftance were adhered to. 

The amended motion was carried without a divifion. 


LIST of the MINORITY on the Amendment of Lord Gren- 
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Proxies were given for the Duke of Grafton and the Earl of Derby. 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne, the Earl of Tankcrville, and the Bifhop 
of LlandaiF, retired, from indifpofition, before the queftion was called. 

' • 0 

The following Extrails from the Speeches and Declarations of His 

Majcfty relative to the war, were, at the defire of Lord Grenville, 
read by the Clerk: 

ExtraS of the Speech delivered by His Majefy at tie opening of the 

SeJJion, 1794. - 

** Although I cannot but regret the neceflary continuance of the war, 
I Ihould ill confult the eflential intereils of my people, if I were defirous 
of peace on any grounds but fuch as may provide for theirpermanent 
fafety, and for the independence am! fecurity of Europe.' The attain¬ 
ment of thefe ends is uill obllruded by the prevalence of a fyiiem in 
France equally incompatible with the happinefs of that country, and 
With the tranquillity of all other nations.—Under this impreflion I 
thought proper to make a Declaration of the views and principles by 
1 which I am guided.—-I have ordered a copy of this Declaration to be 
laid before you.'* 

ExtraS of the Addrefs of ’ the Houfe of Lords to the King, upon His Ma - 

jefty's foregoing Speech: 

u We mad undoubtedly join with your Majeiiy in regretting the ne 
'cellary continuance of the war; but we are perfuaded that it would be 
inconfiftent with the eflential interefts of your Majefty’s fubjc&s to look 
to the reiteration of peace on any grounds but fuch as may provide for 
theirpermanent fafety, and for the independence and fecurity of Europe. 
And it' is impoflibie for us not to perceive that the attainment of thefe 
ends is obftruaed by the prevalence of a fyftern in France, equally in¬ 
compatible with the happinefe of that country, and with the tranquillity 

•f all other nations.'* 

» 

• ExtraS of the Declaration of 29 tb OS, 1793. 

'* This ftate of things cannot exift in France without involving all 
the furrounding powers in one common danger—without giving diem 
the right, Without impofing it upon them as a duty, to flop the progrefs 
of an evil which exifts only by the fucceffive violation of all law and all 
property, and which attacks the fundamental principles by which man- 
Mud it united in the bonds of civil, fociety. His Majcfty by no means 
difputes the right of France to reform its laws. It never would have 
beeitkis wifli to employ the influence of external force with refpeft to 
the particular forms of Government to be eftablilhed in an independent 
country. Neither hal he now that wifli, except in fo far as fuchr inter¬ 
ference is become eflential to the fecurity and repofc of other powers. 
Under thefe circumftances he demands from France, and he demands 
with juftice, the termination of a fyftern of anarchy, which has no force 
but for the purpofes of miichief, unable to difeharge the primary duty 
of all Government, to reprefs the diforders, or to punifn the crimes 
which qre daily increafing in the interior of the country, but difpofing 
arbitrarily of the property and blood of the inhabitants of France, in 
order to difturb the tranquillity of other nations, and to render all Europe 
the theatre, of the feme crimes and of the iiunc misfortunes. The King 
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demands that fome legitimate and liable Government fliould be eftabKfh * 
ed, founded on the acknowledged principles of univerlal jufHce, and ca¬ 
pable of maintaining with other powers the accullomed relations of union 
and of peace. His Majtfty withes ardently to be enabled to treat for 
the re-eftablilhment of general tranquillity with fuch a Government! 
exercifing a legal and permanent authority, animated with the with for 
general tranquillity, and poliefling power to enforce the obfervance of 
its engagements. The King would propole none other than equitable 
and moderate conditions, not fuch as the expences, the rifks,' and the 
facrifices of the war might juftify, but fuch as His Majefty thinks him- 
felf.under the indifpenfable neceflity of requiring with a view to thefe 
confiderations, and ftill more to that of bis own fecurity, and qf the 
future tranquillity of Europe.” 


ExtraH of tbe Declaration of the King to the Inhabitants of Toulon 9 

November so, x 793. 

“ His Majefty lincerely wilhes the happinefs of France, but by fio 
xnrans defires, on this account, to preferibe any particular form of Go¬ 
vernment. The King claims the right of taking a part, only becaufe the 
anarchy which now defolates that country, threatens the tranquillity of 
his own fubje&s, and that of the other powers of Europe, whole fafety 
and peace materially depend on the re-euablilhment of order in France, 
and of a regular fyftem which may hold out to them a fccure ground of 
negociation and frxendlhip: and His Majefty does not helitate to declare* 
that the re-eftablilhment of Monarchy in the perfon of Lovis XVII, and 
the lawful heirs of the Crown, appears to him the bell mode of accom* 
plilhing thefe juft and falutary views. This form of Government has 
not only prevailed in France train the earlieft times, but being capable 
of fuch limitations as may fuit the refpe&ive circumftances of different • 
nations, has been proved by experience to be the beft adapted, in great 
countries, to unite the advantages of fecurity and order with real 
liberty.” 


ExtraS of the Addrefi of the Houfe of Lords to the King, at the opening 
of the prefent Seffion of Parliament. 

44 Although a fenfe of prefent difficulties has led the States General 
of the United Provinces to enter into ncgociations for peace with the 
party now prevailing in France, we are fully fenfible, how little real 
fecurity any eftablifned Government or independent State can derive, 
under the prelent circumftances, from the reiiilt gf fuch negociations 5 
and we are convinced that they could not be attempted, on our part, 
without facrificing both our honour and fafety to an enemy, whofc chief 
animolity is avowedly directed againft thefe kingdoms.” 


7 kurfday, M)th January. 

The Attorney General, Solicitor General, Mr. Pitt, Sir Peter 
Burrell, Mr. Baldwin, and others, brought up from the Commons 
the bill for the farther fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus A&. Bill 
received, and, on- the motion of Lord Grenville, was read a firft 
time—ordered to be read a fecond time on Saturday next, and the 
Lords to be fummoned on the occaQon. 

O % 
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The. Eafl of GUILFORD njovcd, that an humble addrefs 
f 3 e p?fefcnitcd to His Majcfty, requcding that he will be plcafcdr- to. 
give dire&ions that an account may be laid before the Houfe of the 
number of men furnifhed by his Pruffian Majedy, in confcquencc 
of the treaty figned at the Hague, on the 19th day of April, 1794. 
Ordered. 

His Loidfhip moved, that copies or extracts of all the commu¬ 
nications between Lord Malmlbc.sy, relidcnt with the Prufltan ar¬ 
my, and I!is Majeily’s Miniftcm, on the fubjvd of the number of 
men brought into the field by the Emg of Prulha, in what manner 
they have been actually employed, aril the fcr\ices the) had ren¬ 
dered the maritime powers, as nearly as can be afeertained.— 

. Ordered. 


Saturday , 3 c tb J,. unary. 

The Lords met purfuant to adjournment, when the bill for con¬ 
tinuing the fuipenl’ien of the Halvas Corpus Acl w.”; read a fevond 
time, and committed for Monday next. 


Mouthy, 2 d Flint ary. 


The F.arl of LAUDER DAI/ 1 rofv, he f.U, to move an 
amendment to the bill for fufpending the H:bcas Corpus Ad. 
Though,-he faid, he du.tppi'./’ed of d'-e pvii-.eij.lcs of the hi!! in 
general, dill there was one chafe 3 .. n, which appeared to him 
much more exceptionable than the ref!, viz. .tha 1, claufe which men¬ 
tions, that the fuipenfien is to iv:Y. until the lad day of the feflioa 
of Parliament. This, he faid, was placing in Ilis Majcfiy.an un¬ 
limited power for an indefinite period; for if the fuiper.linn had 
taken place oil the firft day of the prcfci.it Parliament, it might, by 
this ambiguity, be continued for not lcfs than feven years: he 
would therefore move, he faid, an amendment, that indead of 
“ until the lad day of the Scflion of Parliament,” there fhould be 
fubdituted, “ until the fird day of July next,” fuppofing that Par¬ 
liament lhould fit until that time. 

The amendment was negatived without a divifion. 

The third reading of the bill is put off until to-morrow, when 
the Peers are fummoned to attend. 


Tuefday, 3 d February. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the day, for the third 
ycading of the bill for continuing thc*fufpcnfton of the Habeas Cor¬ 
pus A£t. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofe to move an amendment, 
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“ That the words laft day of the prefont fcfiion” be left out and 
thofe “ of the firft day of July next” fubftituted in their (lead. 

His Lordfhip laid, he ftiould not have oceafion to trouble their 
Lordfhips to any great length in fupport of his amendment, as he 
underdood it would be acquicfecd in—n^vcrthclcfs it was, in fome 
degree, neceflary for him to (late, as concifely as poflible, a few of 
the reafons which induced him to move it. The u.. le Earl faid, 
that the Habeas Corpus A£t was originally palled h - >ur anccftors, 
as*«ne of the grand bulwarks of the Conftitution, ibr rhe fecurity 
of the liberty of the fubje£t, againft the power cf the Crown, and 
it was intended by thofe who framed and palled it, that it (hould 
never be fufpended by any other power than that cf Parliament; 
nor even by Parliament itfclf, without feme certain limited time 
being fived tor the continuance* of that lufpcnlion. His Lordfty’p 
faid, he was warranted in what he faid by the authority of the 
learned J nd',.. iltac'dlonc upon this fubjcfl, who, in treating of it, 
cxpiefsly fins, l< that this a<St cannot be fufpended even for a Jingle 
day , by a iv powvr but that of Parliament”—and not even then, 
but on the i.l< arell of of fome great and important danger to the 
State, can it be ju-ificd. If then, his Lordlhip faid, their Lord- 
lliips would take the trouble to read the v.t rds of the bill as they 
now flood, they would perceive that a power was thereby veiled in 
the Crown to continue the fufpenlion of rhis law, whiih W2S the 
great defence of the liberty of the fubjetSl to an indefinite time. 
He would allow, that in the prefent times, and with the prefent 
Parliament, fo much danger was nor to he aoorthended, as hid li.cn 
the cafe in f;?ne times and who fwnc Pari laments ; but in a cafe of 
fuch iinmcnfe magni.'ud*; and importance as tiro prefen% evtrv thing, 
fnould be ftricily adhered to which our :mceftors had .intended for 


the benefit of the fubjedh Perhaps in the Hate cf the prefent Par¬ 
liament, as to continuance, it •might not be fo very mateiial, but 
it was n dangerous thing to admit a bad precedent, d if this were 
allowed to pals, it might be quoted in future, *wl -iv he fufpenfion 
of the Habeas Corpus Adi might be deemed ncocflhiy far the gene¬ 
ral good, to take place in the beginning of a new Parliament; and 
artful Minillers mignt, by uling the words “ latl day of the pre¬ 
fent fcfiion,” and afterwards advifing the King not to prorogue the 
Parliament, continue the fufpenlion of that incftimablc law during 
tiie term of feven years. This was a conlidcrauon which prefied 
itfclf bn his mind very much, and which therefore impelled him tq 
move the prefent amendment. His Lordfhip faid, that as he be¬ 
lieved the amendment would meet with no oppolition from the no¬ 
ble Secretary, he fnould content himfclf with the o’uftr vat ions he 
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had made, and not trefpafs on the time of their Lordfhips any 
farther. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he did not mean to oppofe the 
amendment of the noble Earl. He did not, indeed, fee the dan¬ 
ger to be fo great as the noble Earl apprehended it to be, if the 
words remained as they now Rood in the bill; for, according to 
Ac noble Earl’s own ftatemcnt, the King could not continue the 
fufpenfion for any great length of time without keeping the Parlia¬ 
ment fitting, and while Parliament was fitting, his Lordfhip did 
' pot think much danger was to be dreaded: however, in a matter 
of this nature, as it was certainly bed to be explicit, he fhould have 
no objection to the amendment of the noble Earl being adopted.—* 
Ordered. 

Lord Grenville moved, That the bill do pafs. His Lordfhip 
faid, that from the very full inveftigation which had taken place 
when this matter was before their Lordfhips laft feflion, and from 
the abundant evidence which had been laid before their Lordfhips 
at that time, it would not be necefiary for him to enter into a very 
full detail on the prefent occafion. It might, perhaps, be thought 
by feme that it was necefiary to produce fomc new matter, or to 
fhew that fome new confpiracy was on foot, to induce their Lord¬ 
fhips to agree to the prefent hill; but this, his Lordfhip contended, 
was not the cafe. He begged leave to call to the recollection of 
their Lordfhips, that in the outfet of the bufinefs they had appointed 
a Committee to invefiigate the bufinefs, and to examine into the 
mafs of papers which contained the evidence of the cxiitencc or 
non-exiftence of the confpitacy which was alledgcd to be cm foot. 
His Lordfhip faid, that Committee had proceeded on the bufinefs 
with a celerity and zeal which nothing could furpafs, and from pa¬ 
pers laid before them belonging to the focicties accufed of this con¬ 
fpiracy, they had drawn up and laid before their Lordfhips a very 
full, accurate, and interefting Report, which contained fuch ample 
proofs, that fuch a confpiracy did cxilV, as to leave no hefitation on 
the. minds of their Lordfhips, of the abfolute neccffity of their 
patting the bill. The Committee, Ids Lordfhip averred, had 
done themfelvcs thtf greateft honour, by the alacrity with which 
they undertook, and the afliduity with which they executed, the 
, important truft committed to their charge; and the report they had 
made on the fubjedt, was fo firong and convincing, from the ar- 
rangement of die vaft variety of papers it contained, as to leave no 
doubt on die mind of any rational man, either among their Lord¬ 
fhips or in the kingdom at large, of the exiftence of fuch confpiracy 
at that tjmp. His Lordfhip was, he faid, extremely glad to find 



DEBATES. 


A. 1795. 



that this had been ftill more fully proved, by a judicial dccifion, 
[Here a cry of hear, hear, hear!] He repeated that this had al¬ 
ready been proved by a judicial dccifion. It feemed that his opi¬ 
nion was furprifing to fome of their Lordfiiips; but ftill, he con¬ 
tended, it was founded on fair and juft principles. Some of the 
perfons belonging to the focietics, charged with the 6onfpiracy, had 
been arrefted; and had fince undergone their trials, before that 
legal and complete tribunal to inveftigate matters of this nature, 
arid to pronounce dccifively on them—a Jury of their country: by 
this Jury they had feverally been acquitted of the crime of high 
treafun, with which they ftood charged. This was certainly true, 
and he by no means wiftied, or intended, to throw the fmalleft im¬ 
putation on, or to depreciate, the vcrdiifts by which they were fo 
acquitted. Still, his Lordftiip contended, that their acquittal was 
no proof that a conlpiracy never exifted in this country. It only 
proved that in the cafe of the perfons charged and tried fur high 
treafon, the evidence was not fo full and ftrong againft them, as 
individuals, as to amount to that certain degree of quantum , which 
the law requires in this particular cafe, to convift the perfon tried 
for the commiflion of this greateft of all crimes. The noble Lord 
requefted the attention of their Lordrtiips while he took a curfoiy 
review of their conduct and practices, with regard to the people of 
a neighbouring country, from the commencement of their corre- 
fpondcnce with them, and he thought it would be fufficicnt to im- 
prefs every one cf their Lordfiiips with the fame fentiments as he 
entertained on the fubjedt. During the time of the Monarchy con¬ 
tinuing in France, after the Revolution took place, his Lordfhip 
faid, all their corrcfpondcnce was with the French Jacobins in Pa¬ 
ris, and other parts of France ; but no fooncr was the dcftru&ion 
of Monarchy effedled, than they immediately opened a corrcfjJon- 
dence with the National Convention of France; and in one of their 
addreftes they went fo far as to fay, u that they hoped foon to fee 
fimilar addreftes fent from that country to a National Convention 
in England." After this, he begged their Lordfiiips to remember, 
that they began to concert meafures for calling a Convention in 
England, for the wicked purpofc of fubverting and overturning the 
legal, conftitutional, and fettled government and liberties of this 
country. The noble Lord faid, it was impofliblc their Lordfiiips 
ihould not remember the Convention which had actually taken 
place, in which men met appointed by thofc felf-creatcd focieties 
he had fo often mentioned, who had gone to a mod extraordinary 
length indeed. When he refle&cd on many of the meafures they 
had adopted, and particularly on that one ftrong and audacious re- 
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fetation* that, among either things, fays, “ If the prefent Parlia¬ 
ment ftiould think proper to pafs any bill to fufpend the Habeas 
Corpus aft, or to land foreign troops in the country, or in cafe of 
an invafion, a Secret Committee was appointed to rc-alfemble this 
body of men, to aft in ftich emergency”—he could not for a mo¬ 
ment hefitatc (and he believed he fliould be joined by their Lordlhips 
in the opinion) to believe; that a moft dangerous confpiracy exifted 
of the nature before deferibed. 

His Lordlhip next alluded to the refoludons which had been pafifed 
by the fevcral Societies in England, fubfequent to the meeting of 
the Convention in Scotland, in which they aflerted that they could 
no longer trull to laws framed, as they boldly and infol*ntly phrafed 
it, by thofc whom they were plc ifed to call their plunderers and 
oppreffors. No. They muft refort to laws of their own making; 
and for this purpofe, fteps were aftually taken for calling a Conven¬ 
tion in England, which was to overturn and dellroy the Monarchy, 
the Ariftocracy, and all the conftiruted authorities of the prefent 
Government, and to introduce all tint anarchy, confufion, mifery, 
and bloodshed, which had deluged and wafted their di drafted and 
unhappy country, for the purpolc of fubftituting one iimilar to that 
formed by the French, whole principles and proceedings they were 
fo dcilrous to imitate and follow. This, his Lordlhip faid, was 
extremely apparent from the elofenefs with which they had followed 
them in their phrafes, their terms, and the nature of their proceed¬ 
ings. His Lordfhip adverted to the very extraordinary meeting 
held at Chalk Farm, as another proof of their intentions to call a 
Convention in England for the purpofes alledgcd ; and concluded, 
by obferving, that notwithftanding the acquittal of the fevcral indi¬ 
viduals tried for high treafon, there was the ftrongeft evidence that 
a oonfpiracy exifted at tlic time of palling the original bill for the 
.Sufpeniion of the Habeas Corpus aft ; and as nothing had lince ap¬ 
peared to convince their Lordlhips tint this confpiracy was done 
away, and did not fubfift at the prefent moment, he thought it un- 
, neceffarv to trouble their Lordlhips any farther at prefent, and thcre- 
* fore Ihould content himfelfwith moving, “ That the bill do pafs.’* 
The Earl pf GUILFORD addrelfed himfelf to the obferva- 
tion of their Lordlhips, by declaring that he lhould not have deemed 
» himfelf to have afted right, if, without hearing the arguments juft 
advanced by the noble Lord, he could have contented himfelf with 
giving a filcnt vote upon the prefent motion. . But from what he had 
now heard from that noble Lord, he felt himfelf impelled by his 
feelings, in a peculiar degree, to ftate his rcafons for differing with 
that noble Lord, and for giving his decided negative to it. His 
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Lordfhip faid, it had always ftruck him, that, accordiitg to the 
principles of our excellent conftitution, no ad of Parliament of that 
magnitude or importance which the Habeas Corpus certainly 
was to the rights and liberties of the people, fhould be fufpended, 
or the benefits of it taken away, for ever fo fhort a time, without a 
certain, fpccific, weighty, and important rcafon for fo doing, made 
apparent by the moft undeniable proof. The argument of the noble 
Lord had been very extraordinary indeed. In the courfe of laft fef- 
iion, the noble Lord had moved for the fufpenfion of the Habeas 
Corpus ad, and before it was obtained, a Report of a Scled Com¬ 
mittee, appointed by their Lordfhips, containing a mafs of evidence, 
which the Report Hated it was the opinion of the Committee, formed 
fufficient proof that a confpiracy exifted which was dangerous to the. 
Conftitution and the Government, and on this mafs of evidence 
their Lordftiips had confcnted to the pafling of fuch bill. In con* 
fequence of this bill having paffed into a law by receiving the comi 
plete afient of the whole Legiflature, and in order to prove to the 
people of England, and to the world at large, that the opinion of 
the Commirtce firft, and of their Lordftiips afterwards, was founded 
in fad, certain individuals belonging fo particular focicties, amongft 
which this confpiracy was faid to exift, were arrefted, and after fome 
months confinement were put upon their trial for this confpiracy. 
The, noble Earl faid, he believed there never was a fubjed either 
in this or any other country that underwent fo long, fo ample, and 
fo deliberate and attentive a difeuftion and inveftigation as did this 
of the quiet or innocence of thefe individuals, refpeding the con¬ 
fpiracy for which they were chaiged and tried. The rcfult of this 
had been, that they were all declared by foe juries to be net guilty of. 
the confpiracy with which they flood chaiged. It clearly appeared 
then, his Lordfhip faid, that there was no confpiracy. If there 
had been one, who were the perfons concerned in it ? It was evident 
it was not thofe men who were tried. Who was it then ? Nobody 
knew. If there ever had been one, it muft have confiftcd of fome 
perfons whom no perfon could point out. His Lordfhip was there¬ 
fore clearly of opinion, that the confpiracy which gave rife to the 
original fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus adl, that bulwark of the 
liberties of Engliftimen, had been done away and difproved by the 
late trials, and the acquittals confequent thereon ; and that being 
the cafe, his Lordfhip faid, he was extremely furprifed to hear the 
noble Lord moving their Lordftiips to continue this fufpenfion with¬ 
out producing any proof whatever that any new or other Confpiracy 
exifted, than that which had given rife to the late trials, and which 
of courfe was by the vgrdidts on thofe trials totally difproved, or 
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rather proved not to exift. The noble Earl faid, he did not deny, 
that there might be many perfons in this kingdom who are difaffedted 
to the prefent Govemment-r-fome of thofe for their diflike of a Mo- 
narchy— others from their love of innovation and change, &c.— 
many perhaps from caufes differing from cither of ihcfc might be 
difeontented with things as tliey arc—but ftill his Lordfhip contended 
that a fpirit of loyalty and affedUon to His Mnjefty penaded the 
vaft majority of His Majefty’s fubjedls—never were n ore loyal ad- 
drdfes or moic fervent expreflions of attachment to the King and 
Condi tut ion known than at the prefent period.—His Lordfhip faid, 
that in former times, when matters were very differently fituated, 
and appearances much mere dangerous, no fuch ftrong meafurcs 
Jiad been reforted to by our anccllors, as the prefent Mini Iters had 
made ufe of to pofiefs thcmfclvcs of exorbitant power, as in the cafes 
of the Alien bill, the Traitorous Conefpondence bill, and the fuf- 
penfion of die Habeas Corpus act. In the beginning of the reign 
of King William, when the departed or abdicating King was itill 
alive, and in arms, many hundreds of people were known to be 
ftrongly attached to his intereits, and even avowed this attachment; 
yet the Habeas Corpus adt was not then fufpended, but our anccflors 
trufted to the exce llence of the Government, and the vigour and 
energy of the laws, to preferve them from any danger which might 
Strife from fuch ancient and deep-rooted attachments and prejudices 
in favour of the departed family. The fame in tlic beginning of 
the reign of Queen Anne, and in the reigns of George I. and II.— 
Jt is to be obferved, that the Habeas Corpus adt had not been fuf¬ 
pended tiil rebellion in both Cjifes had adlualiy taken place. The 
perfons accufcd and tried ware allcdged to be the moft active and 
leading men in the confpiracy originally faid to exift. It had been 
decided by the tribunal appointed to invcltigate the charge, that they 
were not guilty of any confpiracy; and as no other perfons had been 
charged and tried for tliat confpiracy, it was the ftrongeft poflible 
proof* that no fuch confpiracy cxifted. Yet, faid the noble Lord, 

•upon the evidence adduced in proof of that confpiracy, and upon 
that alone, thejr Lordfhips were defired to give their fandtion to 
the continuance of this important a£l; he for one could not confcnt 
to do fo, and therefore he would give the prefent motion his decided! 
tipgative. 

The Duke of LEEDS allured their Lordfhips, that it was not 
, jiis intention to have troubled their Lordfhips at all this evening 
ynfti his fentiments, after the very ample manner in which he had 
* delivered them on the paOing the original bill for the fufpenfion of 
. jhe Habeas Corpus aft, if it Jiad not been for fame part of what 
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had fallen from his noble friend who had juft fat down. He couid 
not agree with the dodrlne in the argument of his noble friend, 
which faid, that bccaufc the prifeners on the late trials were acquit¬ 
ted, that therefore no confpiracy exifted ; he was altogether of a 
different opinion. His Grace allured their Lordfhips, that he by 
no means intended tocaftthe lcafbrcflcdion on the juries who ac¬ 
quitted the perfons on the late trials; on the contrary, he was of 
opinion they had ailed fairly and properly. Yes, the prifoners were, 
he thought, properly acquitted. But full this did. not by any means 
prove that no confpiracy had exifted. The noble Duke faid, that 
the Committee appointed by their Lordil.Gs, of which his Grace 
mentioned himfclf to have been one, had ailed with the utmoft care,, 
deliberation, and zeal, in their invefriguion of the nvafs of papers 
which contained the correfpcndonce of the feveral fecictics implicated ■ 
in the charge of this confpiracy, and on the full eft conviction, after 
the moll mature confident ion they had drawn up the Report, on the 
credit of which their Lordfhips had pafied lire original bill; on the 
contrary, his Grace faid, he was more convinced of it than ever, 
and if any tiling had been neceft'ary to convince .his mind more than 
it was convinced by the papers before mentioned, and contained in 
the Report, it would have been abundantly lupplied when he ad¬ 
verted to the defence made by the fcvml prifoneis on their trials— 
[Hear, hear, hear ! J His Grace repeated—Yes, it would have 
been abundantly fupp’.icd by the defence made by the fcvcral prilb- 
ners on their trials. The noble Duke prctelKd to their Lordfhips, 
that he was firmly convinced a confpiracy of a dangerous nature' 
did cxift at the time of making the report, and palling the original'* 
bill for the Habeas Corpus ad; and as lie could not fee hew cir- 
cumlianccs had fo varied, as to render the danger lefs than before, 
from the evident proof, that great numbers in thin country were in- 
feded with the principles of the French—nay, when he* law, his 
Grace laid, the very great acquisition of firength the French had 
acquired in point of territory—when his Grace viewed the topogra¬ 
phical extent of coaft which they had added to that which they, pof- 
feffed bcfoie, he faw no reafon to apprehend an abatement of our 4 
danger, and therefore fhould give his hearty aflent to the prefent 
motion. 

The Earl of WARWICK apologized for troubling their Lord- 
fhips with his fentiments on the prefent deeafion, but as he under- 
ftood he had been cenfured by fornc of his friends for giving a filent 
vote on the pafling the original bill, be was induced to crave their 
Lordfhips’ indulgerice till he faid a few words upon the fubjed. . 
iiis Lordfhip faid, he had always thought the Habeas Corpus ad 
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ought never to be fufpendcd but in cafes of the moft urgent neceflity 
and apparent danger—thefe, his Lordfhip faid, he thought exifted 
to a very great degree. The noble Lord then trod aver nearly in 
the fame words, the ground on which the noble Duke had before 
defcanted, and declared hiinfclf perfectly in favour of the prefent 
motion. His Lordfhip faid, there were certain Lords in oppofition, 
who, when he heard them deliver their opinions, he thought they 
iriore refemblcd French Demagogues, than Lords compofing a part 
of a fober and ferious Legiflaturc. [Hear, hear, hear.] His Lord 
fhip faid he would not fhrink from his words—he was not to be de¬ 
terred from freely delivering his opinion, by the fear of his words 
being taken down. He greatly refpedted an oppofition which origi¬ 
nated from principle; but when he faw oppofition arifing from party 
purpofes, prompted by pcrfonal ambition to poffefs power and place, 
or degenerating into fadion, he then could give it no other notice 
than that-of his utter contempt—He fiiould ever defpife It. His 
Lordfhip then went into an inveftigation of the prefent war, which 
after fome time commenting upon, he confeffed, -that his obferva- 
tions on that head were not applicable to the fubjed at prefent before 
their Lordfhip—apologized for his digreffion—and declared the mo¬ 
tion fhould have his decided fupport. . ' 

The Earl of CARLISLE faid, that he would not have troubled 
"the Houfe upon die queftion immediately before them, but for fume 
thingfthat fell from a noble friend of his. That noble friend had 
ftated, that the acquittals of thofe perfons tried at the Old Bailey, 
were a complete proof that no confpiracy had exifted in thc-country; 
this he denied, and contending as he had done laft year, that there 
were fufficient grounds to believe that a confpiracy did cxift, he knew 
- of nothing which had happened fince, that tended to alter his opi¬ 
nion in the leaft. As to the trials, he did not mean in the moft 
diftant manner to infinuate that improper verdids had been given, 
he believed otherwife; but from the very defences of the perfons 
tried, tlwre could not be a doubt, that a confpiracy had exifted. 

. The; noble Earl might as well fay, that, if a dead body was found 
.with marks of violence upon it, the Coroner’s inqueft could not 
with propriety bring in a verdid of murder, bccaufe they did not 
know who the murderers were. The next propofition, or rather 
'Charge, which the noble Earl had made, and which was equally rc- 
pughant to his feelings, was that Minifters had attempted to take 
away the lives of individuals; but certainly the noble Eari was not 
aware how far this cbaige extended, not merely perfonal to Mini- 
. fters, but equally bearing againft the many noble and honourable 
perfons who comgofe His Majefty’s Privy Council, and who had 
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formed their opinion at the time, that there appeared to diem fuf-i 
ficicnt grounds to advife the meafures that had been fo properly fol¬ 
lowed up. Th^qcXt argument, which he was as much 'diffatisfied 
with, was, tm^ecaufc a man was tried for a great offence, and 
acquitted by a jury, he mud therefore be innocent of every inferior 
crime, and from the moment of his acquittal, be again a fit period 
to return to fociety, as an innocent and immaculate character. He 
admitted that the acquittal at the Old Bailey was a perfect legal 
waftiing away of all imputation of that crime attaching upon thofe 
individuals. The law could do no more-*But there was a tribu¬ 
nal beyond the Court, that of the Public, who would decide whe¬ 
ther a crime had been eftabliihed, and whether thofe accufed had been 
the perpetrators of it, though they had cfcapcd the fcntence of the 
Court—-In illuftration of this, his Lordfhip quoted the cafe of 
Cook and Crifp—The latter was indifted upon the Coventry aft, . 
for maiming and defacing the other—He pleaded, he intended to 
murder: had this horrid plea been admitted, would the Public have 
confidercd that avowed murderer innocent; bccaufe by the law he 
flood acquitted of every thing laid to his charge. 

As to finding the bills cflablifhing guilt, the noble Earl main¬ 
tained that evidence did appear before the grand jury, convincing 
them there had been commitments of crime, and that certain indi¬ 
viduals were by that evidence fuppofed to be the perpetrators of that 
Crime—but leaving the eftablifhmcnt of their guilt to a trial by*the 
petty jury. A petty jury afterwards thought it proper to acquit the 
pcrfbns charged, it did not follow the crime was merely fuppofitious. 
The noble Lord had laft year approved of the mcafure, and faw no 
lefs needfity for it now from any thing that had happened, or was 
likely to happen ; he would, therefore, give it his vote,. and thank¬ 
ed the Executive Government for the wife meafures they had pur- 
fued for the internal quiet of the country., * 

The Earl of GUILFORD kid, his noble friend had com¬ 
pletely mifconccived all that he had fpoken; it was therefore ne- 
ceffary that he fhould fet him to rights. With regard to the ver- 
difts that had been given, he had faid that they eflablifhcd one of 
three points—that no traitorous confpiracy cxifted at all; if it did, 
that it was not a confpiracy amounting to treafon; and laftly, what¬ 
ever the nature of the confpiracy was, that the perfons brought to 
trial, as the mofl aftive in it, were not guilty of the crime charged 
againft them. Either of thefe inferences wrould fufficiently fuflain 
his aigument in his oppolition to the prefent bill. Thus much h« 
had faid in explanation, and he would have then fat down, had 
not a nuble Earl who before, (Warwick) made a mofl unwarrant;- 
a 
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jible attack upon all thofe noble Lords who lnd exprcficd their ha- 
neft indignation at the conduct of Minivers, whenhe attributed to 
a part of thfe Oppofition, factious or ambitious mot^ph. Such mo¬ 
tives were ftrangc to his bofom, and he honcftly believed to the bo- 
fom of every man with whom headted. He defpifed, in as ftrong 
terms as the noble Earl, or any man could utter, the idea of oppo- 
fition to Government, upon fuch bafe principles as the noble Lord 
had infinuated—-the defire of peace, or the v iolence of ftaclion*— 
Certainly no man could, or would, dare to accvfc the Oppofition 
with which he adfed, of the firft charge, bccaufc it could not be 
done with faimefs or with truth; and as to factions, be would only 
fey, that the prefent Oppofition had fixed itfelf, in the firft inftance, 
on a confiitntional bafis, when it oppofed a Minifiry who had ob¬ 
tained poifeflion of power, by the molt unconfiitutional means.— 
The fubfequent conduit of that Miniftry, their ufe of the power 
which they had thus acquired, by no jncans entitled them to an in- 
crcafing portion of confidence. Was it on the prefent occdion that 
the noble Lord would reft his charge againft the Oppofition r They 
would there be found, he trufted, making a conftitutional (land 
againft a moft unneceflary and unconfiitutional cxercife of power. 
Did the noble Lord fuppofe him actuated by views of ambition or 
of fadtion ? He could lay his hand'on hisbolbm, and fay, that in 
his oppofition he was merely adiuated by the pureft fenfeof what he 
owed to his country, to their Lordfhips, and to himfelf. 

The Earl of WARWICK replied, that he had ipoken from the 
lmpulfc of his mind that which he felt himfelf difpofed by no means 
to recal. , He was ready to fay, that no part of the oblcrvations 
which he had made belonged to the noble Earl who had laft fpoken; 
to him he gave full credit for the integrity of his intentions. But 
he could not depart from his idea when he faw noble Lords defend¬ 
ing into minutix, to ufe no worfe a term, when the perilous fitua- 
tion of the country required, in his mind, the moft perfedt unani¬ 
mity in that Houfc, and a ftrong concurrence without its walls. In 

a'donteft like this, there muft be of courfc fotnc local difirefs, and 
fame unlooked-for difficulties. He did not like to fee any noble 
Lord, under fuch circumftances, coming down to that Houfc, his 
pockets laden with the detail of provincial diftrefles, for the purpofe 
of influencing the general opinion of that Houfe. , 
t The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, it had not been his inten¬ 
tion .that day to deviate in the flighteft manner from the great quef- 
tlon before the Houfe ; but he ftiould be wanting in duty to himfelf, 
to thofe with whom he a died, and to the Houfe, were he to pafs 
^entirely unnoticed what had been faid by the noble Lord who fpoke 
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lad. He agreed with the noble Earl in his ideas of whgt was a 
proper qppoikion, but he muft contend that there never was 3 fairer 
or more confthutional oppofition, than that to which the noble Earl 
had fo ftnngcly attempted to attribute improper motives. How 
fuchnn idea could have come into his head, on this particular occa- 
iion, he thought was rather unaccountable; or why, this day, when 
fuch a mcafurc was brought forward, and upon fuch frivolous . 
grounds, thofc who oppofed it were to be accufcd of ambitious 
views and love <$ office, he could not tell ; for, furely, if ever 
there was a time when ambition of that fort, and envy of place, 
was out of the qudlion, it muft be, when the Minifters had de*> 
graded the country, and brought it into its prefent difaftrous fitua- 
tion. But he was almoft afharned to have taken up fo much of their 
Lordfliips’ timcV in replying to fuch futile and ill-applied ohferva- 
tions, when a qufcftion of fo much real importance was before 
them. With regard to the fufpeniion of the Habeas Corpus a£t, he 
would infift, that s no former inftancc could be produced, in the hif- • 
tory of this countr^ T , fince the Revolution, where it had been fuff- 
pended, without an abfolute and preffing neceffity, which was not 
even pretended to cxift at this time, even by thofc who had brought 
forward the mcafurc. • 'The noble Secretary of State had contented 
himfclf with the old exploded doctrines of plots and confpiracics— 
confpiracics conjured up laftycar, and now completely refuted..' He 
had expedit'd, that, in the courfe of the difeuflion, fomc new plots 
and treafons, or fomc real traitors or confpirators, would have been 
pointed out; but that was not even attempted. Much had been 
laid of the effect of the verdidls of the juries; he wanted no fuch 
proofs to convince him that traitorous confpiracics did not exift in 
this country ; he was fully convinced of it from the firft, but he 
thought enough had come out upon thefe trials to induce thofe who, 
thought otherwile laft year, to change their opinions now. His 
opinion of the evidence contained in the Report of laft year, which 
formed likewife the evidence on the trials, was-the fame as that de¬ 
livered by a noble and learned Lord (Thurlow) in his place at that 
time, and whofe abfcnce he regretted now, becaufe he would have 
repeated it. It was that great man’s opinion, that, in the pradtices 
of thofc people, there was much of fedition, but nothing that 
amounted to treafon. He contended that, confideririg all the op*, 
portunities that Minifters had of fuperjor information, and great 
legal affiftance, it was not probable that they would have brought to 
trial as the chief confpirators perfons whom they knew were not fo ; 
an.d that being the cafe, it followed that thofe perfons being ac¬ 
quitted^ and no edier confpirator? known, the confpiracy, if it dicji 
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eidft, muft be what it had been called—'a confpiracy without con- 
fpiratqrs. And hence he muft obfervc the inaccuracy of the pre¬ 
amble of the bill, which ftated the poluivc exiftcncc of a traitorous 
confpiracy, founded upon the evidence of thofc papers and docu¬ 
ments, not one of which had been proved. As to the ftrefs which 
fjiould be laid upon the acquittals, he had no limitation in dating, 
Ihat he would certainly prefer the vcrd'uft of a jury, deciding upon 
their oath, aftc£ a full inveftigation of the caO fubmitted to thcfti, 
to their Lordlhips’ Report, drawn up from papers laid before them 
by Miniftcrs. The noble Secretary of State muft agree with him in 
this, when he had, in fupport of his argument, the authority of a 
perfon and meafurc which he muft certainly refp^ift. Here his 
Lordlhip alluded to Mr. Grenville’s a<ft to determine Contefted 
Elections, when it was thought impoflible to obtain a fair dccifion 
on fueh political queftions, except by putting the 1 * Members of the 
Committee upon oath. It had been (aid that Ac evidence at the 
Old Bailey had been proved ; inftead of which*, it had only been 
given, at leaft fuch muft have been the opinion |>f the juries. He 
deprecated the doftrinc that a fair acquittal did not completely do 
away every degree of fufpicion. He quoted the authority of Lord 
Chief Juftice Eyre, in favour of his argumcrit, that if the grand 
jury had not found the bill againft any of the fufpe&ed perfons, they 
%rere to be completely abfolved from all fufpicion of guilt, either 
moral or legal. A noble Earl had quoted the Bury cafe ; he would 
qUote another that* happened, he believed, in the fame county, 
Watfon verfus Henry. The aftion was brought for perjury, but 
that part of the oath being omitted which was fuppofed to conftitute 
the perjury, a verdidt was found for the defendant; but Watfon, 
not fatisfied, afterwards publiihed an advertisement reflating on the 
other,, and ftated, that though he had been legally acquitted, there 
was dill great prefumption of his guilt. Upon an action for da¬ 
mages brought for this advertifement. Judge Aftihurft confidcrcd the 
particular circumftances of the cafe as an aggravation of the crime, 
and ftated the condutft of Watfon to be highly criminal, and pro¬ 
ceeding upon a bale fyftem of perfevering malice. He did not fay 
that thofe who pretended to entertain fufpicions againft the acquitted 
perfons, were capable of perfevering in malice, but merely ftated 
the learned Judge’s opinion on that cafe. He contended, that no¬ 
thing had been proved againft the perfons tried, but what could be 
legally proved againft perfons in that and the other Houfc of Par¬ 
liament—he meant a ftrong defirc to bring about a reform in Par- 
liqjpracnt. ,He had been alluded to in another place, where he 
jtould not anfwqr for hpnfelf, and it had been averted, that what 
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he had Hated in a publication lately, ’ was not accurate, on the fob- . 
jeft of perfons now in Adminiftration taking an active part in thefe 
proceedings for reform. Wherever he had an opportunity of aa- 
fwering, he would fay what he did then, that he was ready to give 
perfect and legal proof that what he had Hated was accurate. It 
was Hrange that an individual Hiould have conlidercd himfelf as al¬ 
luded to, when foe Hated what he had mentioned as having been 
gigen from authoritV: for certainly that individual could never fup- 
pofc that his late »?rar!jgerof principles and extraordinary conduct en¬ 
titled any tiling t^at he faid to be Hated as coming from authority.. 
His Lordfhip ®uld fee no other motive for paHing this bill now, 
but a continuation of the fame fyflem of alarm with which MinifterS 
had deluded tit country laH year, and which they found neceffaiy 
to their own einHence, after having plunged the country into a moH 
ruinous war, anXwhen, by entering upon another campaign, they 
perfifted to increaw the dreadful calamities already incurred. His 
Lordfhip faid he Jpuld not do better dian call the attention of the 
Houfe to an authov whom they had all read with pleafurc, and to'a 
. part of his works, fwhich applied very HrongJy in the prefent Mini- 
fterial fyflem, he meant Dean Swift, in his Difcourfc on the Art 
of Political Lying. Jn the fixth chapter, he treats of the Miracu¬ 
lous, by which he underHands any thing that exceeds the common 
degree of probability. Certainly the confpiracy which Miniftefs 
brought forward was of this fort, as appeared from the funds that 
were to be ufed, the number of pikes that were found, and clafped 
knives, which were, without the aid of confpirators, to be employed 
to cffedl it. His Lordfhip continued to read next of terrifying ties, 
concerning which the author gives fcveral rules, one of which i£, 

<c that terrible objects fhould not be too frequently flicwn to the people, 
leH tliey grow familiar.” He then went on—-He fays, “ it is ab- 
folutcly ncccffary that the people of England fhould be frighted with 
the French King and the Pretender,” (or with French principles, 
which is much the fame) “ once a year, but that the bears fhould 
be chained up again till that time twelvemonth. The want of *ob- 
ferving this fo ncccffary precept, in bringing out the raw-head and 
bloody-bones upon every trifling occafion, has produced great indif- ■ 
fercncc in the vulgar of late years.” His Lordfhip proceeded— 
Towards the end of this chapter, he “ warns the heads of parties 1 
againft believing their own lies, which has proved of pernicious 
confcqucnce of late, both a wife nation and a wife party having re 
gulatcd their affairs upon lies of their own invention. The caufef 
„of this he fuppqfcs to be too great a/.cal and intenienefs in foe prac¬ 
tice of this art, and a vehement heat in mutual convention, whes^ 
Vol. XLI 1 . Q, 
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by they perfuade one another that what they wiih and report to be 
tttfe, really is.”—Now, if this be applied to any fort of men, it 
certainly came home to the prefent rulers of this kingdom, for the 
fyftem of keeping up alarm and terrifying the country, being the 
only one fubjed upon which the prefent cabinet Could poffibly agree, 
it was of courfe the one they generally fpoke of, and however ridi¬ 
culous that fubjed might be, it was not impcflijv.e that they might 
have talked themfelves into a belief of it. The noble Earl then 
•Adverted to what the Duke of Leeds had f~'^'■'i.’.d profeffed himfelf 
much obliged to his Grace for having condefcerrcd to notice him. 
If His Majefty’s Minifters had fluted the grounds of the prefent 
bill to have bear the fear of an invafion, he would? have confidered 
that as much better grounds to go upon than whr t they had fet 
forth. If any dread was lurking on that fubje^t, it would un¬ 
doubtedly have a different effed on their Lordfhrjs, but it was ne- 
Ceffary that thefe feelings fhould be ftrengthenpd by more official 
information. Such an idea, if really founded* fhould be plainly 
eftabliffied. It was neccffary, as it did not^appear, even by a 
fhadow of proof, that an internal rebellion did -xift in this country. 
Thofc who intimated the contrary were guilty, in fad, of a libel 
On the loyalty of the people. 

Lord HAWKESBURY differed entirely from the noble Earl 
..who fpoke laft, both as to die general flatc of fads, and as to the 
inferences which ought fairly to be drawn from them. The 
fitft propolition of the noble Lord was, that there exifted no fuch 
confpiracy in this country as would juftify Minifters in calling upon 
• Parliament to fufpend the operations of the Hahcas Corpus ad; 
and, in order to maintain this affertion, the noble Earl contended 
.that the acquittal of the perfons accufed of high treafon, was a 
proof that no confpiracy whatever exifted. In the firft place, the 
.verdid of the jury by no means went the. length of negativing the 
^exi(fence of the confpiracy: but even if the jury had gone the 
length of declaring it as their opinion, that there was no foundation 
i ihr the charge of the confpiracy, ftill he conceived that fuch a de¬ 
claration would .not be binding upon tills fubjed. He would 
. confider the fubjed in the latter point of view, merely for the fake 
of the argument, and fuppofe that the jury had given it as their 
that there did not exift a general confpiracy. The fubjed 
examined into with every pofliblc degree of minutenefs before 
‘Privy Council—a Council, he would venture, to fay, as ref- 
as ever fat; it had the affiftance of the Law Officers of 
g$fc*Ciywh;.it had alfo the affiftance of perfons who had preiided 
the Courts of Law. Upon the fullcft examination which the 
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Council fo compofed could give to the fubjedt, It appeared to them 
that there did exift a confpiracy of a dangerous nature in'this country . 1 
The bufinefs was inveftigated into by Committees of both Ho^tee 
of Parliament, and they, having perufed all the written documents 
upon this fubjedt, concurred in the fame opinion. The queftiop 
was then referred to the confide ration of a Grand Juty ; and her? 
he begged the I&rfe to recoiled! that the evidence of the exigence' 
ofThe confpiracy, v«v\.{he written documents which were fubinitted 
to the Grand Jury, was very nearly the fame with that afterwards 
laid before the jfetty Jury. The bills were found by the Grand 
Jury, which was a dccifive proof that they believed in die exiftenqs 
of the confpirafy, for they could not otherwife have found the bills. 
Here, then, vks a concurrence of opinion of the Privy Council, 
the Houfes of Dyrds and Commons, and a Grand Jury, all agree¬ 
ing ns to the fadtV>f the exiftcnce of the confpiracy, which he qoh* 
ccived to be a very ftrong authority upon the ful.jedt: but how did 
it appear that theiPetfy jury differed from them in their.opinion of 
the confpiracy ? flow aid ii appear that their verdidt was founded 
upon their difbelieving its exigence ? No one fad! appeared to 
juftify fuch an idea; on the contrary, the more rational and pro¬ 
bable opinion was, that the J uries were fatisfied of the exigence of 
the confpiracy, though the guilt of the parties accufed was not made 
out clearly to their fatisfaetton. Another propoiition fitted, and ; 
from which he mud alfo diffent, was, that die acquittal of the 
Juty purged the chandler of the perfon of the imputation of moral 
guilt. He felt as much veneration as any man for the invitation 
of the trial by Jury : but he conceived it no difrefpedt either to the 
inftitution itfelf, or to any particular Jury, to fay that a verdid! of 
not guilty, was not neceffarily a proof of the entire innocence oft lie 
perfons acquitted. The experience of every day proved the con¬ 
trary : no noble Lord would undertake to fay, that every perfon 
acquitted during the year at the Old Bailey, was thereby wholly 
purged of all imputation of moral guilt, or that the J ury who ac¬ 
quitted him founded their verdid! upon their being fatisfied of the 
perfedt innocence of the party accufed.. But it had been faid, on 
there be a confpiracy without a confpirator ? No; undoubtedly 
not: but there might exift a confpiracy, though, at the fame time, 

‘ it might be impoflibleto bring legal proof of guilt agiinft any ity§- 
vidual.—-His Lordfhipthen adverted to the objedis of the different 
focieties, and contended they were of a nature, to call forth all the 
' vigilance of the Executive Government. The pretext that their 
plans were confined to the objedt of a reform, in Parliament, was 
mom of die moft abfurd affertions he had ever heard. Whatfead 
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their addrcfles to die Jacobin Club, or to the Convention, f to do with 
reform in Parliament ? Nay, as if they had been determined to 
exprefs in the mod clear manner their ideas of Government, they 
never once addreffed the National Convention while there was a 
King upon the Throne, though a nominal one: no, then they 
addreffed the Jacobin Club; but the moment the^'ing was depofed, 
then die focietics of England thought the Contrition a fit body for 
them-'to corrcfpond with. Thcfc were f^t^.hich, in his mfnd, 
admitted but of one interpretation, and which enabled him to afk 
whether any perfon believed that the Parliamentaib Reform which 
had been held out, was the folc object of thofe varieties, and to 
term the vindication of their views which had been fet up bn that 
•ground, a mean and pitiful defence. Upon the wjude, he thought 
Minifters had done their duty in taking the flops/hey had, and he 
' fhould give them his entire fupport to this meafitfe. 

The Duke of PORTLAND faid, it was tot his intention to 
have intruded upon their Lordfhips’ patience, had it not been for an 
imputation which had been thrown upon him, (and which he wa$ 
• dnxious to repel. A noble Earl (Lauderdale) had infinuated that 
( he had. beert a friend to Parliamentary Reform; and he underftbod 
' that the fame noble Earl, in a pamphlet which he had written, 
had advanced the fame charge. He*fiad never read the noble Lord’s 
book, nor probably ever fhould, but he had been told it contained 
filch an afTcrtion. That he had ever been an advocate to Parlia¬ 
mentary Reform, in the prefent fenfe of that exprcflion, he moft 
completely denied; that he had fupported feme meafures which 
tended to an bcconomical Reform, was certainly true; but he ap¬ 
pealed to every perfon at all acquainted with his political principles, 
whether, he had not always difapproved of a Reform in Parliament 
tip the way at prefent underflood by that expreffion. 

. Lord LAUDERDALE faid that, not having been in public 
‘'life at the period alluded to by the noble Duke, he had recourfe 
.to tlie bed and moft authentic records of thofe times, from which 


* the nioble Duke muft be confidered as a fupporter of Parliamentary 
' Reform, if he Was to be judged upon the-fame rules of evidence as 
Nome Tooke, or any other man, in confequence of having not 


t attended, but taken part in the proceedings of focietits dtftimftly 
dbg that objc< 51 . He cited the minutes of the Middlefex meet- 
in 1780, to which the noble Duke had given his aflcnt.—• 
object of that meeting was prccifely “ to reftore and fecure the 
^freedom” am! independence of Parliament.. Did their Lordfhtps 
ithen fuppofe, /that there was any thing in this claim differing from 
j^a^kmapd pfa psttligmentary reform ? The noble Duke, in tha$ 
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cafe, it was to be obferved, continued a Member of the Weftmfn- 
fter Committee, after it had decided for annual Parliaments, .and 
the vote of feptennial Parliaments was an outrage on (he Confuta¬ 
tion. Thefe were grounds fufficient for him to proceed on; though 
whenjKNwW* Duke had now fatd, that he never had lent hia 
fanition to Parwmentary Reform, he by no means wifhed to con- 
Tradidl his declaranuu As to the noble Duke, not having .read 
his book, having crew nfteemed him as a political character, and 
ftill continuing rtf efteem him as a private man, he was glad that 
the noble Duk«ihad not read the criticifms which a fenfe of public 
duty had comnelled him to make upon his recent conduih His 
Lordfhip then read extracts from the proceedings of the Middlcfex, 
Buckingham, Jtod York meetings, in the year 1780, from which 
he endcavourecnto infer that the noble Duke was a> friend to Re* 
form at that timcA 

Earl SPENCaR denied, in the moft unequivocal manner, 
that he had ever given his fupport to a Reform in Parliament in, 
the prefent wild acceptation of the phrafe. He contended, that a 
Reform in Parliament in the year 1794, conveyed vety different, 
if not directly oppofite ideas.—The plans of the Reformers, En the 
year 1780, went to certain alterations in the Houfe of Commons, 
fonie of which have lince taken place, fuch as the' bill relating to 
Contractors, to Excife Officers, &c. and therefore nothing could ’ 
be more unfair than, bccaufe a man might with for a certain de¬ 
gree of reform in 1780, to attribute to*him all the wild theories 
of the modern Reformers. His Lordfhip then entered into a vin¬ 
dication of his perfonal condudh He (aid, that while yet a young 
man, he had been induced to join fame of thufe meetings, whofe 
profefled purpofc it was to bring about a popular Reform. He found 
that there were men amongft them whofe purpofe overleaped their 
profeffions, and he, therefore, withdrew himfclf altogether. With, 
refpeit to his recent conduit, he (hould fay, once for all, that he 
fhould not have quitted his former friendlhips, if he did not believe 
that the.feafon had arrived, when it was ncceflaty for every mah, 
forgetting his private feelings, to lend his beft fupport to the 
Conftitution. 

The Earl of GUILFORD faid he had not imputed any perverfe 
motives to any noble Lord he had only repelled, with 1 degree 
of warmth whieh he muff ever feel, the' motives which had been 
aferibed, but which did not belong to the remaining Members of 
the oppofition. If any perfons actuated by fuch motives had been' 
once connected with oppoiition, they had lately withdrawn thCRHjL 
jCalVcsirom the par^v, * 
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' Lord- LAUDERDALE obferved, that the meaning of Ac words 
■pwfliamentary Reform Were certainly not changed. The motives 
and the objects of the Reformers were obvioufly the fame at the 
■jjorefent and the former period. He did not impute any finifter 
intentions to any noble Lord, much lefs to the noblr Eail'(Spencer) 
who had lately fpoken. If he had a particular>.onfolation irt the 
lofoof his fupport, it was in the idea that he /vas well qualified to 
Inform his new friends how little he (l,«efr>Laudcrdale) was ac¬ 
tuated by profpeds of place, of power, and howftnuch more eager 
fte was in the fupport of his principles and his pai^;’, in proportion 
as thefe objects were more remote. 

Lord SYDNEY rofc to bear witnefs to the I'flcrtion of the 
table Duke (Bbrtland), that neither he, nor the /ate Marquis of 
Rockingham, ever fupported what is underftood ^0*day by a Parlia¬ 
mentary Reform, nor any thing like it. 

His Lordihip fold, it was high time to brin£ back the Houfe to 
the queftion which they had fo long loft fight ot, namely, the ne- 
■ceffity of ftrong mcafurcs to reprefs the newpo&rines that have 
been lately preached,. and avert the danger with which they threaten 
4 he conftiurion. To have a proper fenfe of the danger of thofe 
tines, foid he, let us look abroad, my Lords, to thofe countries 
where they have been introduced: let us look to the prefent deplo¬ 
rable fituation of Genoa, which I fow in my youth, and then con- 
fidered as one of the moft happy, the mod free', and the mod blefied 
countries in Europe.—Here his Lordihip enlarged with great feel¬ 
ing and at-fomc length upon the’revolution of Genoa, for the par¬ 
ticulars of which he referred the Houfe to a moft interefting pam¬ 
phlet juft publifhed, which he recommended to the ferious reading, 

■ not only of all their Lordfhips, but of every man who wifhed to 
1 tnow from hiftory itfelf, the nature of the new do&rincs, their 
o&ilcquences, and the means by which they are brought into ac¬ 
tion. His Lordihip read the following pafiage from Mr. d’lver- 
* 'hois’ pamphlet. [Vide the pamphlet printed for P. Elmfly and J. 

, Debrptt]. ' 

> ** In fo fhort a fpacc of time as eighteen months, did the revolutionary 

f :ilence reduce the once happy and flourifhing Genoa to a ftate of 
rchy, mifery, and depopulation, of which modern hiftory affords no 
er example. And let not the people of this country forget that the 
fymptom of the contagion was the adoption ansi ufe of the term 
' fifteen ; from the familiar cflabliftiment of that term, it proceeded to the 
right of univerfal fuffragfp which was foon followed by the meeting of a 
National Convention ; this Convention was Succeeded by the ereftion of a 
, JRruol»tioHar/ ' J ?et&»*al t which, after. fufpending the adiual GoVerh- 
; meat of the country, and plundering, baniftung* or putting to deub't 
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every man of property and principle, has at length eftiMiflied .« fyftem 
of defpotifm, whofe wanton tyranny and unprovoked cruelties, as com* 
plctely refute the aflcrtion that the barbarities perpetrated in France afa 
to be imputed folely to the combination formed a'gainft hef, as thefhare 
taken by that power in the petty revolution of Genoa, expofea the im¬ 
pudent hypocnfy of the pretence that file never interfered in thedomeftie 
eoncerykl g^h^r ^nations. w 

s - it was, laid hj^ Lordfhip, to fave this countiy from fimilar 
fccTics of horror, th ^ made him an advocate to ftrengthen the 
hand of Minifter s with ft rung powers ; and as he had no doubt 
that the paflingyf this bill would be an effcdfual means of crulhing * 
that confpiracy'which evidently did exift, he ihould give the bill 
his fupport. ; 

Lord HAY thought the bill extremely proper under die 
prefent circuthftapces, and therefore faid it Ihould have his vote. , 

The Duke of .BEDFORD faid he would, in as few words'a* 
poflible. Hate to ti*cir Lordfhips the rcafons why he would not give 
his aflent to the p^fent meafure. When Minifters laft" called upep 
die Houfc for the Ufpcnfion of the Habeas Corpus a<ft, it did not 
appear to him that they laid fufficient ground to authorife the taking 
of fuch a ftrong meafure. It appeared to him that they exaggerated . 
the danger to anfvver their own purpofes, and that there was very 
littc foundation, if any, for the alarm which they had fakei) lo 
much pains to exite.-—Upon that impreflion he had oppofed the bill 
laft year; but if he thought the meafure wrong then, ’it appeared 
to him infinitely more fo now. I fe expelled, for his own part, ■ to 
have fecn the Minifters coming before that Houfe with a due ex- 
preflion of penitence for having led the people and the Sovereign into' 
the belief of fuch plots ; inftead of coming to demand, as they did, 
a continuation of the bill of laft feftion. He admitted that much, 
fedition had been proved in the late trials, but nothing like treafon. 
had appeared. He thanked God that there was energy and virtue 
enough remaining in the country to pronounce, in fuch -a cafe, a 
verdi 61 : of acquittal. He reprobated the circumftance of treating, 
that as a mean and pitiful defence, which had been confirmed by 
the verdi&s of repeated Juries. The acquittal of every perfon 
charged with treafon was, in his mind, a dccifivc proof riot only 
of the innocence of the perfons acquitted, but of the non-exiftcnce 
of the confpiracy ; for he could not foppofe, if it did really exift, 
and with the view imputed to it, that Government would not have 
been able to bring home the charge to one individual. He thought 
this was a meafure that ought not to be adopted upon light grounds; 
but that a very clear and iatisfa&ory cafe Ihould be made out beforo 
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tflcnted to it. Hefaid ho fuch cafe had, in his opi¬ 
nion, been made out in the prefent inftance ; and he fhould thcre- 
feel himfelf bound in duty to oppofe the bill. He concluded 
with reminding the Houfc, that they were placed as a barrier 
between democracy and defpotifm ; that they were not only the 
guardians of the rights of the Throne, but of" TYit^pfivIlcgcs 
of the people \ and that they ought equally to/beware how rhey 
permitted themfelves cither to trample upon tjre one, or to tjifle 
With the other. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, it vfos not his inten¬ 
tion, when he came into the Houfc, to tak<* a part in the 
debate ; but he felt it impoflible to give a filcntyvote upon this 
fubjedt, after the way in which he had heard i treated. He 
had been led to hope that Minilicrs would have /ufiircd this bill 
to die a natural death, becaufc he knew they iVuft be completely 
Satisfied in their own minds that there wa/ no nceeflity for 
Its continuance. He knew too much of ijiankind to expc£f 
that Minifters would come forward and Acknowledge their 
error. Penitence and power were very feldcjhn travelling com¬ 
panions together in the fame coach. Pic thought that, as the 
prefent bill was meant folely for the vindication of Minifters, they 
made a decent retreat, by not prolonging it beyond the feflion of 
■,Parliament \ they had thus, as it were, paved the way for its na¬ 
tural death, and he wiftied that any profpedt as foothing and con¬ 
dolatory, was afforded with refpedt to the ruinous and ddlrudtive 
War in which the country was engaged. 

There had been fome propofitions advanced during the debate, 
which appeared to him of a very alarming nature. In the firft 
place, there had been a kind of coinpavifun drawn between the cf- 
fe& of a verdidt of a jury and the determination of Committees of 
both Houfes of Parliament—Nothing could be more improper than 
. to* make comparifons of this nature, particularly when there was 
^ ndt the flighted occafion for them—But he did not hefitate to fay, 
'4htft if even the time fhould happen in which the one fhould be put 
ill competition with the other, he would pay fifty times more refpedt 
* to the verdidt of a jury than he would to the determination of a Com¬ 
mittee of either Houfc, or to the refolutions of both Houfes together, 
Who, upon a point like this, could only be confidered as a political 
body. He remembered a coarfc phralc of Lord Grantlcy, which, 
tb&ugh coarfc, was certainly juft, “ That he fhould regard fuch re- 
jfhltftions no more than he fhould thofc of a fet of drunken porters.” 
Wbry different was the cafe, with refjiedt to a jury of twelve plain, 
tend ft, .impartial men, whom the law fele&ed to judge of the merits. 
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of a cafe, and whofc verdid the Conftitution decreed. In every in- 
fiance, to he final and decifive. An idea, equally new and equally 
unfounded, had been urged during the debate; it had beenfold, 
that an acquittal only prevented a man from being tried again*. 
This dodrine was fubverfive of evety idea he had formed of .the 
law on&ngland—The civil law, the Roman law, and the old French , 
lawf’all liad diminutions in their mode of acquitting; but the En- 
\-mh law, difdaining fuch idle diftindions, faid that a man fhould 
be pronounced either guilty or innocent. He, for his part, did not 
believe that there was any fuch cortfpiracy as had been allcdgcd, not 
that he had any means of information on the fubjed, but bceaufe k 
Miniftcrs, with all their power and all their vigilance, had not been 
able to bring it to light. If there was no fuch confpiracy, it was 
unjuft as well es impolitic, to fow new diftrefs at a moment whefa 
the fearful fituation of the country called for all its union, and all 
its energy. If there was a dumb difeontent, fuch as had prevailed 
In feveral of the nations on the Continent, and which had greatly 
accelerated the progrefs of the French, it was high time that, inftead 
of fowing diffentions, thccaufesof this difeontent fhould be removed* 
It was, in his mind, the firft duty of a Minifter to make the King 
fatisfied with his fubjeds, and the fubjeds contented with their So¬ 
vereign. With refped to fume allufiorts which had been made to 
ambitious feelings in a part of the prefent oppofition, he could 
not fay to whom they applied. If meant to him, he fhould treat 
the imputation, let it come from whatever quarter it may, with 
contempt. It was a charge, and on this fubjed he could appeal to 
both fides of the Houfc, contradided by the uniform tenor of his life. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR lamented that a fubjed of fo 
much importance as this fhould be fo much mifunderftood. The 
whole queftion had been aigued as if this was an entire fufpenfion 
of the writ of Habeas Corpus; inftead of which, only fo much of foe 
ad was fufpended as related to treafon, to niifprlfion of treafori, and. 
traitorous pradiccs. It was certainly true that there ought to, boV 
ftrong grounds laid before Parliament befoi% they, ever give.tlraf 
aflent to this partial fufpenfion, bti&he thought very little ; Jouht 
could remain in the mmtjfsof thfeir'^^’dffiips upon that;! fubjed.* 
The noble Lords who oppbfed the billjTiad accufed Minifters with 
wifhing to keep to themfclvcs this extraordinary power ; but if noble 
Lords would confider for a moment, it was a mqft painful duty im- 
pofed upon Miniftcrs rather than a deferable objed for them to ob¬ 
tain. The only effedl jof the fufpenfion Was,- that perfons taken up 
for any of the offences he had mentioned before?, could not force on 
their trial within the fame-period that they might if foe Hill did not 
Vol. XLIL * - 3 * r R 
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pajS‘; but in every other refpedfc Minifters were as much, and in- 
d&st&bre, refponfible than they would be, if the Habeas Corpus 
rift, were in force. They had no more authority in confcquence of 
!is palling than any other Magiftrates; they were anfwerable to 
Parliament for the proper ufe of this power, and they were refpon¬ 
fible alfo to the individuals by the law of the cqaBByT^Sa far, 
therefore, from its being a defirablc objeft to Minifters, it mu&jbe 
dirc&ly die reverie. He then went into a defeription of the dread¬ 
ful fyftem which had been exhibited in France, againft which the 
,prcfent meafure was calculated to operate as a preventive and guard. 
He drew a ft rung picture of a fuppofed fedition in tills country, dor¬ 
mant, but not extinguifhed, and ready to kindle into a flame with 
the firft opportunity. The machine was framed and organized, and 
omy wanted an impulfc to put it in motion. He paid fome high 
compliments to the Duke of Bedford, but fard, that his generous 
nature was fuch, as to forbid fufpieion. 

, His Lordfhip obferved, that with rcfpefl to the expreffion of the 
noble Marquis upon the effect of the refoiutions of either Houfe, and 
the account which he gave of the aflertion of another Nobleman upon 
that fubjedt, he was perfectly ready to admit the truth of the re¬ 
cital ; the ftory was, well known; for the coarfenefs of the origi¬ 
nal fcntence had made a deeper impreflion than it would have done 
if it had been conveyed in more civil language ; but then it was not 
applied to the idea that the refoiutions of either Houfe of Parliament 
were to be difregarded. It was only that fuch refoiutions could not 
be regarded as law, nor fitted as fuch by a Judge to a jury. As 
to the idea that the verdi£ls on the late trials muft be taken as proof 
of the innocence of parties, he was ready to to fay that he could not 
come to the fame conclufion which fome noble Lords had arrived at. 
The operation was only this*—the party was, by the acquittal, re- 
fltpred to all the credit he liad, in a legal fente, prior to the accufa- 
fltpn; but the principle that every perfon muft be deemed, in the 
Jpjnioh of every' man who heard his trial, perfectly innocent, was 
" .Seiiher ifarvfonant to common fcnfe.nor to the practice of the law. 
' He willed thek Lordfhips v to refledt on the poffiblc confcqucnce of 
the dollrine, that the verdict of a jury could not be reviewed or de¬ 
liberated up&fi j what would then become of men who might be 
,found guilty by. iniftake, .or by falfe evidence, or any other circum- 
which mtgjtt aftefa^trial ? r tfie perfon convidted of a capital 
..wfonee Could not fce patdbned;by the Crown ; for if the verdict was 
> be confidered. afafl events -perfect, it ’muft be abfolute on the 
/unfavourable, as jydj 9s bn tbe favourable fide. No perfon who 
had ever attended'the circuit, Pr who attended to the Recorder’s 
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sporty would-agree to that, becaufe it tended, to deprive many 
unfortunate perfons of the mercy of the Crown. The only- 
legal effed of any verdict was, that a peifon acquitted fliould- 
tiot be tried again upon the fame charge, but (hoifld be reftored t6 
his. former rights. There was no man who had filled the 1 chafadejr 
of a Judge, who did not often recommend perfons to mercy who had 
been convidltd, on the ground of their innocence; therefore if the 
were once laid down broadly, and taken as equally binrf- 
ay, it would be productive of confequcnces very injurious 
to"humanity. The noble Lord then took a view of the ftatc of af¬ 
fairs at the periods in which this aft had formerly been fufpended, 
and compared the danger of thofe times with the prcfent, proving - 
how infinitely more critical and alarming the prefent,period was- 
With regard to the power which was faid to be given to Miniftejfs 
by this bill, he could only fay, that inftead of regarding it «s * 
power to be envied, he thought it a duty to be lamented ; and he 
was confident that the loyal part of the people expeded the bill to 
pafs as a meafure for their profedion. 

Lord AUCKLAND expreffed it as his opinion that there exift-,. 
ed in this country'at this moment a great many feditious perfons, 
and that if Parliament did not grant to Miniflers the power which 
this bill was intended to give to them, they would be guilty of very 
culpable negligence. 

The queftion was then put and carried without a divifion. 

The Duke of BEDFORD faid, that .the refult of the motion 
which he lately made in that Houfc, was fo diffatisfadory to him, 
and the fubjed which it involved fo important and interefting to the 
public, that he fliould bring forward another motion of a fimilar na¬ 
ture, which he trufted, would have the effed of inducing Minifters 
to make a more explicit declaration of tla.ir fentiments. He gave 
notice that he Ihould bring forward this motion on Thurfday 
fe’nnight, and moved that the Houfe fliould be fummoned.-— 
Ordered. 

The following PROTEST again ft the pa (Ting of the bill for fuf- 

pending the Habeas Corpus Ad, was on Wednefday entered 
- on the Journals of the Houfe of Lords: 

Diftaticnt , Die Mercnrii % 4 Feb. 1795. 

Becaufe, whatever pretence there may have exifted in the laft fcffioti . 
of Parliament for fulpending the Habeas Corpus Ad, that pretence is , 
now removed ; the partial parte examination of the Committees of 
Parliament having been refuted by the verdicts of juries, who, with la* 
hour unexampled in legal annals in this country, ter duly weighing 
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the evidence ob both fides, acquitted the perfoos indi&ed for a ttesfon- 
abfcconfpirscy. 

a. Becaufe intentions hoflilc to the Conftitution being entertained by 
perfpns, few in number, and devoid of weight and confequence in the 
. fotidtry, do not juftify the depriving all the people of Great Britain of 
that fectlrity which our laws fo anxioully provide for perfonal liberty; 

3. Becaufe we find, that as foon as thefe plots and confpiracies 
(which have heretofore caufed the fufpenfion of the people's right to 
their Habeas Corpus) had been dealt with according to law, and that 
the conspirators had been convicted and puuiflicd, the danger be hag 
over, the fufpenfion had dropt. In the fame manner, when the prqyed 
innocence of the accufed have negatived the fuppofed confpiracy, and 
when it i9 not even pretended that any new or other plot cxifts, to con¬ 
tinue to fufpend this great and ellcntial fafeguard of our freedom, is 
equally contrary to the example fet us by our ancestors, and inconftftent 
with that protection which, as legiflators, we arc bound to afford to the 
perfonal Security of all our fellow-fubjeds. 

4. Becaufe wc confidcr that the national Spirit of Englilh freedom, 
to which was owing the high place that we once held amid furrounding 
flattens, is either checked or deadened by caufeleis arts of dcfpotifm ; 
or that the difguft necefiarily generated by fuch a conduit is likely (if 
any thing can produce fuch an effeit upon this free and enlightened 
nation) to raife a fpirit of difaffedtion even to the Uondilution itielf. 

j. Becaufe, when we trace the hiftory of the Habeas Corpus Adt, we 
find, among other fecurities from opprrlfion, it was chiefly meant to 
enfure to the fubjedt a fpeedy trial, when accufed of treafon or treafon- 
ablc practices, and to avert the tyranny qf tedious imprifonment for 
thofe crimes. We conceive, therefore, that if the Legillature is, upon 
all occafions of fufpiciou of traitorous ads, to fufpend the operation of 
that moft important and invaluable ftatutc, fecurity to the fubjedt mu ft 
be. removed at the very crifis, and in the very cafe when it was meant 
by the wife and enlightened framers of that law moft to ftueld and 
protedt hi.ii. 


(Signed) 


Guilford, 

Bedford, 


Norfolk, E. M. 
Lauderdale. 


Wednefifoy, \th February. 

Lord GRENVILLE laid before their Lordlhips a meflage from 
His Majefty, relative to the loan of four millions to be negociated 
jo favour of his Imperial Majefty on his hereditary dominions, un¬ 
tie* the guarantee of both Houfes of Parliament.— [For a copy of 
the meffajjpr, fen. the proceedings of the Commons of the lame date.] 
. LordGrpnvillc then moved, “ That His Majcfty’s meflage be 

» eonfidcration on Monday next. Ordered. 

^ of LAUDERDALE objedted to this meflage, as con¬ 
sorts of ambiguity which he did not clearly underftand*— 
I to know, firft, whether the fum of money mentioned 
Yin the meflage to have already been advanced, was to be included 
^tih jhe loan of four millions demanded by the Emperor, or in the 
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farther loan propofed by His Majefty ? Secondly, what fum had 
been advanced ? and jdly, what fecurity had been given by fffb 
Emperor that thefc 200,000 efft&ive men would really make 
their appearance in the field next campaign ? This laft queftion ho 
particularly infifted upon as indifpenfably neceflary to convince Mm, 
as a Member of Parliament, and the People, that their money was 
not likely to be thrown away, as it had been on another ally of this 
country. , ‘ 

Lord GRENVILLE did not feel himfelf difpofed to anfwer 
queftions which he confidcred as premature, and could not be an- ' 
fwered with certainty, the negotiation not being yet concluded j 
but the noble Earl might move for papers on the fubje&. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE drew a diftin&ion between the 
loan of four millions demanded by the Emperor for die affifiance of 
200,000 men, and that afterwards propofed by His Majefty $ the 
firft, he faid, being doubtlcfs concluded, Minifters ought to be-en¬ 
abled to date to the Houfc what fecurity the Emperor had given for . 
the performance of his contradh 

Lord DARNLEY felt no hefitation in declaring, that uniefs a ' 
rcafonable ground were given, to fatisfy his mind and that of the 
Public, that thefe men promifed by the Emperor fhould actually 
appear in the field, he would not confent to the loan. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE then gave notice, that he would 
to-morrow move for documents refpe&ing the fums already advanced 
to the Emperor, and of the fecurity offered for the conditions of die 
loan. 

Thurfday , 5 th February. 

The Houfe having gone through fomc private bufinefs; the 
Speaker, with feveral Members of the Commons, attended at the 
bar, when the Royal aflent was given to the bill for fufpending the 
Habeas Corpus aft, after which it pafled into a law. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofc to make lus promifed mo¬ 
tions. For the fake of perfpicuity, his Lordfhip faid, he would 
put thefe feparatcly. He fhould move, firft, “ That the docu¬ 
ments relative to all the different fums already advanced to his Im¬ 
perial Majefty, with the dates when paid, fhould be laid before 
that Houfe fccondly, “ the fecurity which we had received fee 
thefe armsand thirdly, “ what fecurity we were to have that 
thofc two hundred th’oufand men, for whom the Emperor waa 10 
have four millions fterling advanced, would affually take the field.” 
His Lordfhip then faid, that the whole of this hulinefs was fuch a 
jumble as would require a good deal of ingenuity to unravel. It 
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IQs bis dtyty to have the plot investigated, as there never was, nor 
ftever came before that Houfe, a more novel and more interefting 
fubjeft of debate. His Lonfthip obfcrved, that the perfons con* 
Corned in thefe money negociations were gainers to a very extraor¬ 
dinary amount. His Lordihip then made fome remarks on die 
double meaning of His Majefty’s meffage, as the fontences were 
divided in fuch a manner, as that it might be underftood two or 
three different ways ; that part which hinted that if his Impend 
Majefty’s withes, with refpe& to a greater fum than four miUions, 
.were complied with, he would be dill the more enabled to make 
greater exertions in the common caufe ; he confeffed he could not 
fee how far it might.be carried, or where it was to end ; but furely 
His Majefty’s Minifters at Vienna mud be acquainted with thefe 
jcircumftances. When, laft year, his Lordftiip obferved, we had 
entered into engagements of nearly a fimilar nature, we were moft 
woefully difappointed in our cxpc&ations ; for the King of Pruflia 
did not even march thofe men for whom we had ftipulated and paid, 
into the Held; and though we had Commiflioners appointed to 
watch over die motions of thefe armies, and fee that die Generals 
did their duty, neverthclefs his Pruflian Majefty found means to 
elude all our vigilance and precaution. His Pruflian Majefty was 
paid ioo,Oool. for marching men back who never advanced, and 
another fum for marching troops forward which were never put in 
v motion : he did not know, but in the prefent inftancc, we might 
be treated in a, fimilar manner; and it was for this rcafon that he 
wiihed to know, on the prefent bufinefs, what fcCurity we had to 
expert on the part of the Emperor for the p« lformancc of the en¬ 
gagements entered into. 

Lord GRENVILLE faw no rcafon to objv.lt to the firft propo¬ 
rtion included in the Addrefs. The two others he could not but 
•_objc£t to, as interfering with an object at prefent arranging between 
the Cabinets of Vienna and London. With refpe& to the noble 
Lord’s queries, he could at prefent anfwer fomc of them. The 
. funis already advanced toliis Imperial Majefty were about 400,0001. 
.•—His Imperial Majefty, his Lordfhip faid, had rendered very 
effential^erviots to the common caufe for this money, and had con- 
, tiibuted very much, though unfucccfsfully, to rcpref9 the progrefs 
Vqf^the enemy. With refpedt to tbe fccurity we vreie to cxpedl, the 
,^fl|&b)e Earl afks what is it ? The Emperor himfclf, faid die noble 
..Secretary, is to pay the intereft of tliis money, however high it may 
f be, and die principal he was engaged to difeharge out of the reve¬ 
nues .of his hereditary dominions; and, as to the fulfilling of the 
. engagements, .it was as jnuch His Imperial Majelly’s intereft Ao 
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fulfil them faithfully, as It was ours that he (htriild'do Grefit 
and important fervices, he was fure, could he rendered to the confer 
mon caufe by the Emperor; and we were to truft to his good faith 
for the fulfilling of thofe engagements.-—We were not, his Lordfhip 
faid, to judge all by the ill-faith of the King of Pruflia; if we (fid 
fo, what allies could we confide in? or what alliances .could we 
enter into ? We mull in future renounce all treaties and negotiations, 
fliould we judge all by the condud of that Monarch.—But he was 
certain, notwithftanding the tergiverfation of the King of Pruflia, 
that treaties might be entered into and executed with fidelity. The 
motions were then put fingly—the* firft patted, and the two others 
Were negatived.—In courfe, an Addrefs will be prefented to His 
Majefiy, praying that he will be gracioufly pleafed to lay before the' 
Houfe an account of fums advanced to the Emperor. 

Friday , 6 th February . 

. No debate. 


Monday , qtb February. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the day for taking into 
confidcration His Majeftv’s meflage relative to the Auftrian loan. 
The order beingread, together with the meflage. Lord Grenville 
rofe to move an Addrefs to His Majcfty. He proceeded to obferve 
that their Lordfliips had, on fo many occafions, manifefted it to be 
their opinion, that the prefent war ought to be carried on with vi¬ 
gour, that it would be unneedfary for him to fay any thing to im- 
prefs that opinion upon the Houfe: the main objedt now was to dif- 
tinguifli the fteps that ought to be taken to carry that purpofe into 
effedV. It was unquestionably true that we ought to confide much 
in our naval flrength, and avail ourfelves of our infular fituation. 
For this purpofe he maintained it to be his opinion, as it had been 
the uniform opinion of the befi Statefmen that this country ever had 
to boaft of, that we fhould keep up a confiderable continental alliance-, 
to carry extenfive military operations againft France, in order to di¬ 
vert her from the exertions wliich otherwife (he would be enabled to 
make, at fea again ft us. This opinion, he faid, was fo fortified by 
experience, that he did not believe that any one of their Lordfliips 
could doubt it for a moment; the brighteft pages in our naval hiftoly, 
he faid, were thofe which recorded the battles we had fought at fea 
while we had thefe military alliances to divert the enemy. It was 
upon this principle that the loan, which occafioned the meflage now 
befarelhe Houfe, was propofed, a meafure, the nedeflity of which 
he trotted was evident, under the prefent circumftances, to every 

3 
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ttfie of thett Lbrdfhips. To him it sheared fo evident; that if die 
Whole of the money propofed to be borrowed was to be entirely facri- 
ficed, he fhould, at this time, all circumftances confidered, advife 
it to be given to the Emperor, rather than lofe the opportunity of 
availing ourfelves of the eflential afliftance which His Imperial Ma- 
jefty would, by this meafure, be able to lend to the common caufe. 
The nature of this war required on the part of the allies, that thofe 
who had naval ftrength, fhould, to the utmoft, exert their naval 
ftrength; and thofe whofe pecuniary refources were great, mould 
aid with money thofe great military powers who flood in need of it. 
This was the relative fltuation of this country and the Emperor : his 
militaiy power was great, but he was deficient in pecuniary refources. 
Our pecuniary refources were very great, and we wanted his mili¬ 
tary afliftance. In this fltuation, he thought the meafure now pro¬ 
pofed the mod advifcable that could be adopted under all circum- 
ftances, as being the moft likely to bring the war to an honourable 
concluflon. It was to be obferved that this was not in the nature 
of a fubfidy to the Emperor, or ultimately to have the cffcCt that 
the Public was to pay the money. It was to be borrowed of indi¬ 
viduals in this country, and we were only to guarantee the payment 
in the event of the Emperor being unable to do fo. His Lordfhip 
then proceeded to ftate the terms of the loan, and maintained that 
the fecurity of the Emperor in this cafe was greater than any that 
had ever been offered on any former foreign loan. As to the real 
difpofition of His Imperial Majefty to perform every article in the 
ftipulation, his Lordfhip faid he entertained no doubt. In confi- 
deling the affairs of nations, the beft way to judge of the probability 
of any power fulfilling its engagements, was to confider what was 
its inter eft, and judging of the Court of Vienna by that teft, he 
was confident that the ftipulations on the part of the Emperor would 
be all moft punctually performed, for he was a Prince who had more 
to gain by fucccfs, and more to lofe by defeat, in the prefent con- 
teft^ than any other power on the Continent; befides he, for one, 

' Was ready to contend that a great deal of confidence ought to be re- 
pofed in die well known good faith and honour of the Houfe of Au~ 
ftria, fo, that §11 points confidered, he thought that the real rifk 
which we ran by this loan, amounted to little, and almoft nothing. 
JSut, on the other hand, he faw not only rifk, but alfo much dan¬ 
ger, if this meafure was not adopted ; for, in that cafe, the prodi¬ 
gious effefts of the unnatural efforts of the French, would not be 
checked in time, and they would in confequence have an opportunity 
of Recovering' themfelves from the fltuation, into which, if properly 
•ppofed, they muft foon fall. Upon all thefe grounds, he propofed 
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to the Houfe an Addrefs to His Majefty, to thank him for his gra. 
cious communication from the Throne, and to affaire His Majefty, 
&c—His Lordihip having moved the Addrefs, which correfponds 
entirely with the Meflage, 

The .Marquis of LANSDOWNE obferved, that nothing but 
the great importance of the fubjcX ihould have induced him in die 
prefent condition of his health to deliver his fentiments in that Houfe. 
lie never approved of the prefent war, but for the prtfent moment, 
for fake of argument, he would fet that queftion afide, and con¬ 

fine himfclf to obfervations on the fubftance of what the noble Se¬ 
cretary, of State had faid to-night. He differed entirely from the 
noble Lord upon the fubjeX of continental alliance. He was forty 
to differ from that noble Lord upon matters of faX, but fo far were 
the belt politicians that this country ever had to boaft of from agree¬ 
ing in the fentiments which that noble Lord had juft conveyed to 
the Houfe, that they were all of an oppofftc opinion; he need not 
name them all, he fhould only allude to fome of them; he meant 
the anceftofs of His Majefty’s prefent Minifters; thefe great men 
had ranfacked the Englifh language to reprobate the extravagance 
of our German alliances, alliances that were trifling in comparifon 
to that into which we were now about to enter into. As to the 
bright pages of our hiftoiy, he did not agree that they were thofe 
which recorded our German connexions. Here his Lordfhip took 
a fhort view of our hiftory fince the revolution, and maintained, 
that from the whole of it taken together, experience taught us to 
fee the rafhnefs, the folly, and the madnefs of all extravagant con¬ 
tinental connexions, at all times and under all circuinffanccs, but 
more efpccially at this time and under the prefent circumftanccs. 
He wifhed this mcafure to be deliberated upon for fume time, in 
order that the people might be brought to think upon it, and if af¬ 
ter having thought upon it they remained indifferent, inffead of 
I marking it with the mod decided difapprobation, he protefted to 
God he believed this country would very foun be ruined; fure he 
was he could have no inducement to come into that I foufe, foi his 
attendance there could be of no ufe whatever. Good God ! was it 
to be borne with patience that from a loan of two millions, Mini- 
fters ihould jump all at once into a loan of twenty-fix millions of 
money to be raifed out of the pockets of the people of this country, 
who never had, who never could have any return for it but diftrefs 
and nfifery ? The indifference in the country to the increafe of pub¬ 
lic burdens appeared to him to proceed from a fort of infatuation 
which rendered them carelefs of the increafe of their debt, when it 
got beyond a certain fum, and it ftrongly reminded him of the 
Voi.XLII. S 
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fceneshe had beheld when a young man, where perfons, whb at 
the beginning of a night of gaming, would at firft be extremely 
cautious of flaking larger fums than five or ten guineas, but after 
lofing confiderably, no longer regarded what they played for, but 
would, with more indifference, flake thoufands, than at firfl they 
had ten. The noble Lord had faid a good deal on the intcrcft 
which the Emperor had in carrying on the war, now, for his part, 
he did not fee any fuch intereft. That the Emperor wanted an in¬ 
demnity for w'hat he hat! loll he had no doubt, he would eftrre to 
fay he did, and he believed that he intended to be indemnified, 
but then it was at the expencc of this country. Suppofe the French 
ihould be able to fccure Bavaria to the Emperor, would he then 
proceed’ in this war ? “ No," faid his Lordfhip, “ I will be 
“ hanged if Tie does." Having made many obfervations to fhew 
it was not likely to be the intereft of the Emperor to continue the 
• war, his Lordfhip took notice of the reliance which ought to be 
had on the good faith of the Court of Vienna, and of its honour in 
the fulfilment of pecuniary engagements ; upon this part of the 
fubjedl he had not any pleafing recollcdlion of the paft, and confe- 
quently no very flattering profpedt of the future. If attention were 
paid to hiftory, it would be found, that Aullria had k p pt to her en¬ 
gagement? no longer than it fuited her purpofe. In the war iq 
Queen Anne’s time, her defertion of this country was notorious. 
The Silcfian loan was another flagrant in fiance of her breach of 
faith: fhc fhamefully turned that over to Pruffia, and this country 
had not the courage to flop the payment of the fums due to her out 
of the fubfidics afterwards paid to the King of Pruffia, Wc had 
therefore no great rc.afon for depending cm the good faith of Auftria. 
A great deal had been faid of the fccurity offered to the perfons en¬ 
gaged in the loan, and it had been called the grcatefl fccurity that 
had been ever offered by cue power to another. In the rlrll place, 
it was notorious that the Bank at Vienna was completely under the 
influence of the Court; and the good faith of that Court towards 
the Bank was manifefted by an inlidious redudlion of the public 
creditors, fprft from fix to four per cent, and afterwards to three 
and a half, by informing them that thofc which did not chufe to 
accept that intereft might have their capital paid to them. It was 
not true, that this was the larged fecurity which had ever been 
given. Not to mention Queen Elizabeth’s loan to the Dutch, 
when (he had the cautionary towns as fccurity, he wifhed their 
Lordftiipsto recoiled! the Dutch loan to Rufiia, when they had the 
cuftom-houfe of Riga given up to them, and their own commifla- 
rics there to take care of their intereft. If Miniftcrs had had 
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*2* -fecurity of this nature, he (hould have been more inclined to . 
agree with them on that fubje&. It was abfurd to talk of the fecu¬ 
rity of fuch a power as Auftria had been admitted to-be; a power 
whofe country contained twenty millions of inhabitants, but which 
was not able to raife four millions of money. He wifhed their Lord- 
ihips to recollect, that wc had not- yet been paid, and now mod 
probably never (hould, the quota which the Dutch were to advance 
on the fyuflian fubfidy; yet the fame language was now held out 
winch”was at that time. Could they point out any fecurity in the 
Bank of Vienna againft accidents greater than they had done for¬ 
merly with refpedt to the Bank of Amftcrdam ? Did it not now 
plainly appear that all this was nothing more than an attempt to 
borrow money, the return of which it would be childifti in the 
people of this country to expedt ? Did the noble Secretary of State 
believe, that the people of this country could afford this wafte of 
their treafure, fuppofing them to be ftupid enough to give it away ? 
He had heard much faid of the finances of this country ; but Mi- 
ttifters might as well pretend that they had an elixir of immortality, 
as to fay that the finances of this country arc infinite; the truth in¬ 
deed was, that our finances would come to an end much fooner than 
fomc perfons in this country apprehended, if fuch a fyftem as this 
was in reality to be adopted. The noble Secretary of State had in¬ 
filled much on making a di-verfion for die forces of the French on 
the continent; by the word diverfion, he would underftand to be 
implied, that the force on the continent were inferior to other forces 
which wc had employed in our fcrvice, and that the main body 
were fomewhere clfe ; but was this: the cafe ? Had wc taken any, 
extraordinary care of the Welt Indies? No, fo far from it, we 
had centred our ftrength in conjunction with the allies on the Con¬ 
tinent, where we had been defeated, and wc had looked upon every 
thing elfc with a ftepmother’s eye. The noble Secretary of State 
had maintained that the Emperor, all circunaftances confidered, 
was the mod to he depended upon in this contcft againft the French, 
but his Lordlhip had not adverted to the geographical iituatiori of 
the parties. The forces of the Emperor muft come from Vienna, 
and of all the iron frontier which made France almoft impregnable, 
the neareft of the places to which the Auftrian troops could march, 
in order to attack the French, was not Id's than three hundred miles; 
would the noble Secretary of State reflect on the probability of fuc- 
cefs againft the French, who would thus be fighting on their own 
ground, and the Auftrians, who were obliged to endure the hard¬ 
ships of a march of three hundred miles ? He might perhaps be 
aflee d, what better could we do under the prefent circumftanccs of 
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our aflairs ? to which he would anfwer, that almoft any thing elfe 
was better than this. Had we taken any roeafure to improve our 
marine force? Had we afked Sweden or Denmark to aflift us with 
(hips ? one million of the very money, propofed to be given away, 
for fo it would be by this loan, would have given us the fovereignty 
of the North Seas, and protc& our Baltic trade; but, no, all thofe 
advantages were to be ncglc&ed, for the purpofe of adhering to 
the dcftru&ive fyftcm of German policy. We Ihould ha.*e anolied 
the fum to the aid of our own navy; if we had as many {hips, 
and as many men ns wc could well employ, we Ihould inftitutc a 
fund for the relief and encouragement of fnilors—one half of foe 
money now propofed would raife a fund fufficient to make thou- 
farids of our failors happy: but wc ncglcded the only men on whom 
the whole of our fafety depended, and gave our wealth away to 
thofe who could be of no fervice. Had the wages of the failors 
been raifed, or had any extraordinary encouragement been held out 
to them ? No: but the military had. This was the moil deftrue- 
tive policy that this country could adopt; hut Minifters, it feemed, 
were determined to try the patience of the people. He did not like 
to dwell on points that muft pierce the heart; but he could not help 
adverting to the fituation of foe poor of this country. One-fourth of 
the money now ro be facrificed to German policy would raife a fund 
for the poor, which would enable them all to purchafe bread at fix 
pence, for which they arc now giving nine pence, and inconfequence 
of which they are almoft ftarVing. Having faid this, he declared 
before God he forefaw, that if this policy was followed, the country 
muft be ruined. What he faid, he intended for the public goody 
and were he Miniftcr to-morrow, "the only advice he could give 
for the profecution of this war, if profccutcd it muft be, was to 
narrow it, and to bring it more within our own grafp, and-the only 
way to do fo was to cut oft' the German excrcfccncc of it. He 
therefore moved, that after the part which thanked His Majcfty for 
bis gracious communication, the reft of the Addrefs be left out, for 
the purpofe of inferring a feutencc to inform His Majefty that fob 
Hbufe would confidcr what mcafurc would be advifeable in the pre- 
fent crifis, &c. 

Earl of MANSFIELD made an apology for riling, particularly 
as he laboured under fo fcverc a cold that he could hardly utter his 
fentiments, and allured the Houfc he would detain them but a very 
foort time. He exprefifed great difficulty in fpeaking upon the 
queftion; bccaufe he was obliged to differ in almoft eveiy point 
from the noble Marquis. One queftion, he was glad to think, was. 
completely decided; he meant foe carrying on a vigorous War, as foe 
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onlypbflfible means of faving the country. Indeed, If it Vas pof* 
Able that any other opinion pould be held in that Houfe, or in 
the country, he would point to thofe who thought fo, the awful ex-’ 
ample of the Dutch, who, by trading to a fallacious negociation, 
had involved their country in ruin. He complimented the noble 
Secretary who had opened the debate, for the manner in which he 
had treated the fubjeft; but there were feveral new points brought 
forw&aMjjTlhe noble Marquis, that no perfon could have expe&ed, 
forefeen, or anticipated, and which he would ftiortly notice. When 
he had heard it fo ftrongly put, that in the opinions of the wifeft 
men and bed Statefmcn, continental alliances were injurious to this 
country, and ought to be avoided in all wars, he completely difa- 
greed from the Marquis. Was fuch the opinion of John Duke of 
Marlborough ? Or to come to our own times, was it the opinion of 1 
the wifed and bed Statefmcn that yrc remembered ? In all former 
wars our continental alliances were of much fervicc to us; they cer¬ 
tainly were not merely naval wars, though our naval force was 
much increafed by the diverfion which thofe treaties put it in our 
- power to make againd our enemies on the continent. It was in 
the recollcftion of fome of their Lordfliips, as well as himfdf, 
that in the American war, it was fo common a fentiment, that con¬ 
tinental alliances were of the greated fcrvicc, that every fchool-boy 
had learned the Angular and quaint mode of exprefling it. America 
mud be conquered in Germany. In every indance with which he 
was acquainted in our hidory, the advantage of thofe alliances ap¬ 
peared to him evident, and he had never known a Angle Statesman 
of eminence in this country or abroad who was not fenAblc of that 
advantage. The noble Marquis, fpcaking of continental connec¬ 
tions, dated any alliance with the Houfe of Audria as a dangerous' 
one, a doftrine that he never could allow to be well grounded, lb 
much otherwife, that he had always difapproved very much of the 
conduct of tliis country in 1756, when we feparated the intereds 
of Audria from England, and allowed her to unite with France. 
The circumdances which had Ance happened, had, however, dif- 
folved that union, and it certainly was, as he hoped it would con¬ 
tinue to be, the intered and the dudy of this country to enter into 
and preferve the dronged and mod dcady alliance with the Houfe of 
Audria. He contended, that one of the greated fccurities we had 
for Audria fulAlling her engagements, was her own immediate in¬ 
tered ; and he deprecated the aigumcnt, that bccaufe fome cop- 
trafting parties had failed at times to fulAl their engagements with 
us, we were not to treat at all with continental powers. The Bank 
of Vienna he confidered as very good fccurity, at lead it was looked 
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upon in that light when he was in that country. As to thq/reduc- 
.tion of the intereft of that Bank, this ‘was a meafure, he had al¬ 
ways underftood was confidered in every country as an advantage \ 
nor was it ever held to be a breach of integrity to offer to pay the 
capital if the lender refufed to take lefs intereft. It had alfo cori- 
ftantly hitherto been uriderftood, that the redudion of the public 
legal intereft was a national advantage, and it had been praifed as 
fiich by one of our great writers on the fubjeft, Sir .Child. 
He thought it confident with found policy to endeavour to oblige 
France to make thofc extenfive exertions on the continent, Which 
they themfelves declared would not be long in their power, lie 
contended, that whatever might be thought of the importance of 
Brabant to the Emperor, yet it was neceffary to us that it fhould 
be in any hands but thofe of the French. It had been the ancient 
policy of France to attempt to gain pifleffion of that country, and 
Cardinal Richelieu had made it a great objc&, and had laid hr* 
wifhed to gain poflfcflion of it— 


“ Pourveiller dc pres Mefiieurs les /■nglois..” 

He wifhed to know whether their Lordfhips had any defirc to 
have fuch an enemv on the continual watch againft them. He con- 
eluded by ftating, that the terms of the loan not being then before 
~ Ac Houfc, they could only argue the principle; and contended, 

' that noble Lords could not vote againd the Addrcfs, unlcfs they 
confidered it as prcpoftemis to carry on the war at all, or have rc- 
courfc to the only means by which it could be carried on with effect 
or fuccefs.' 

The Earl of GUILFORlXjjyifhed their Lordfhips to confidcr 
whether this dilapidation of the fintmees of the country, after the 
immenfe wade of blood and treafure which \Ve~had-fuifered during 
. this difadrous and ruinous war, would be likely to produce the ef¬ 
fects propofed: he feared the object was unattainable; becaufe he 
favj no profpecl of any exertion adequate to the attainment of it. 
He had three objections to the meafure now offered to the confidcr- 
ation of their Lordfhips. The firft thing he wifhed them to exa¬ 
mine was, whether this was a fubfidy or a loan ? He was apprehen- 
five that ultimately the burden of the whole would fall on this country, 
as he could not fee that fuch a reliance could be placed on the fecurity 
of the Emperor as to render us perfectly certain that he would ever 
be able to difchaige the obligation. He did not, as his noble friend 
the Marquis feemed to do, doubt of the good faith of the Emperor, 
but he confeffcd he doubted much of his ability. The pecuniary 
refburccs of his dominions had already been confeffcd to be fmall. 
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ancNhc hiftory of that country would fhow that nothing great could 
ever Mw cxpcded in pecuniary exertions from that quarter. The 
next obWiion was, that taking for granted the Emperor was able 
and willing to make good his pecuniary engagements, he did not 
think he was able to raife the number of men he was about to engage 
htmfdf to raife. The third objedion was, that he perceived no 
ftipulatjon made with refjicd to the diredion of the force; he did 
not fee that the Cabinet of Great Britain was to have the application 
of tKs-SH£e to that purpofe which fhould feem to them beft calculated 
for the general advantage. With refped to the fccurity, he remem¬ 
bered that the monied men of Europe could not be induced, the 
lad year, to fubferihe to a loan which the Emperor then wifhed to 
negociate: lie paid great deference to their opinion on fuch a fubjed, 
The fccurity did not appear to be good till His Majefty’s Minifter# 
had taken on theinfelvcs to make this country a collateral fecuiity 
and guarantee. He wilhed their Lordfliips to examine whether it 
was probable that after three difaftrous campaigns, the Emperor 
could be able to raife the number he had promifed. He was of 
opinion, that after we had been duped of 1,200,000, we had 
lo-.ne reafon to be diftruftful of entering into farther Continental 
connexions. His Lordfhip laid, to exhauft the blood and treafure 
of the country, merely for tlu* fake of foreign alliance by a continu¬ 
ance of Continental wars, however much it might be a favourite 
meafure with the prefent Milliners, by no means met the fentiment 
of the country, which was decidedly in all quarters againft a conti¬ 
nuance of the war on the Continent, ora continuance of that method 
of conducing it hitherto, which had placed us in fo deprefled and 
deplorable a Halation. He pcrfcdly coincided with the noble Mar¬ 
quis, that the fix millions to be raifed from the fubjedsof this coun¬ 
try, for the ufe of the Emperor, might be much better employed at 
home in cither of the ways he hail fo ably pointed out. Thinking, 
as he did, on the fubjed of the war, he could not but wifh that 
our navy was more attended to than at prefent it was: Notwith- 
ftanding his opinion, that wc ought not to proceed in the conteft, 
yet as it had been determined to go on, he fhould certainly not at¬ 
tempt to reftrain the vigour of the country; but he did not believe 
the prefent meafure calculated to add nerve to the arm of Govern¬ 
ment, nor likely to produce any good confequences, and therefore 
he fhould vote for the amendment of his noble friend. 

Lord HAWKESBURY fupported the Addrefs, and could not 
help remarking that the debate had taken a very unexpeded, and, 
in his opinion, a very improper turn. It did not pledge the Houfe 
to any terms for the loan, neither were any of the conditions even 
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Rated in it. The noble Secretary of State had, jvith great propriety, 
intimated the general plan of thofe conditions; and he ^rtairtly 
thought they were very fccure terms for this countiy, and ‘more fa¬ 
vourable than had appeared in any former treaty. Court of 

Yienna was to place in the Bank of England 400I. for every 300I. 
lent; and depoliting adtions of the Bank of Vienna to that amount, 
was a fecurity that he thought no man cou’d call exceptionable, 
The treaty not being completed, did not come .before them to be 
difeufted now. With regard to different opinions rdpc&i-sgJCfon- 
tinental alliances, he would only refer to thofe who recolle&cd the 
effcdl of our Continental alliances in the feven-years war, to de¬ 
termine whether they were ufelcfs to this country in time of war or 
Otherwife, He faid it had been improperly argued that this loan was 
railing fix millions upon the fubjcdls of this country, which was not 
the cafe. He could not fit down without exprefiing his forrow and 
aftonifliment to hear fomc allufions made by the noble Marquis, 
which he confidered to have a very dangerous tendency ; he meant 
what had been faid about the navy, and another clafs of people in 
this country, the poor, whofe protection was the immediate care of 
the Executive Government, and for whofe relief a bill was now go¬ 
ing through that Houfe. He confidered all fuch allufions as tend¬ 
ing to make men difeontented with their fituations, who thcmfclvcs 
did not feel any caufe to be fo. 

■ The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, the late refolution voted by 
their Lordfhips, had this advantage from its ambiguity, that it 
would admit any interpretation, and there was no declaration that 
pledged cither Houfe of Parliament to continue the war without firft 
removing the obffaclcs to negotiation. Aflcrtions of a contrary na¬ 
ture he thought it neceflary to repel^becaufe they were made, as it 
were, incidentally, fo as, if not confraduSled^ to ftcal upon their 
Lordfhips, and be referred to in argument at fomc'future period. 
If the terms of the loan could not now be laid before the Houfe, 
nothing could be more improper than to involve their Lordfhips in a 
difeufiion, for which it was admitted they had not the requifite in¬ 
formation ; and in this point of view the amendment moved by his 
noble friend ought to be adopted; bccaufc it would leave the queffion 
■ entirely open till the neceflary information could be obtained. Mi- 
niffers, however, argued on the terms as if they were already before 
the Houfe, and infifted that there was good fecurity for the re-pay¬ 
ment of the propofed loan. That part of the fecurity which con¬ 
fided in fuing the Emperor in his own Courts of Law, was calcu¬ 
lated rather to excite laughter than obtain confidence. It was not 
. in Courts of Law that fuits between great nations were conduced; 
1 
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and\£ believed the fubfcribers to the loan would not be very for* 
ward imhey were told they muft profecute their claims through all 
the Auft^n Courts of Law before they could have recourfp.to the 
fecurity ple 3 gcaPby 4 Jarliament. The Bank of Vienna was fo con- 
nc£led>»iith the Goverahacnt that it could not be confidered even as- 
a collateral fecurity j and to lay any ftrefs on the actions of that 
Bank was much th^fame as if we, ncgociating a loan in a foreign 
country, Jhatild^ter Exchequer bills, by way of guarantee, to thf 
fccurffy of Government. A noble Marquis had faid, the money 
would be much better applied in additional bounties and wages to- 
our feamcn, and alleviating- the diftrefles of our poor; and this4 
noble Lord endeavoured to colour as if meant to excite difeontentj 
a colour which the words would not bear. The wifeft legiflatpfi 
had faid that increaling the wages of our fcamen was the bed m o 4 # 
of manning the navy—certainly, a much better, and, he believed, 
a cheaper, than the plan now under the confuieration of Parliament. 
When (he load upon the fcvcral parithes was confidered, with thp 
addition now to be made to it, no man would fay that the fituation 
of the poor did not call for attention; but it was the pra&ice of Mi¬ 
ni fters to convert fair and honourable advice, which they did not 
like, into an intention to inflame. Next it was faid, that the 
meafurc was by no means in the nature of a fubfidy, blit a fecure 
loan. How was it fecure ? On the Emperor’s hereditary revenues/ 
When thofe revenues were entire, before the Netherlands were loft* 
the monied men did not think them good fecurity.. What were 
thofe hereditary revenues ? Could the Emperor add to them in any 
of his States without the confent of his fubjccts f—In former times 
of diftrefs—although never was the Houfe of Auftria in fudh diftrefs 
with refpeft to finance as at prefent—»when the Prince of Saxe Co- 
bourg had begged money, bullion, plate, any thing, on . the fecurity 
of the Emperor’s notes, which few would accept—-In 1751, when . 
an extraordinary contribution was required in the Hereditary States, 
two diftridls only would pay their (hare. The very meflfage which 
held out the affluence of the imperial finances in point of fecurity, 
dated the a&ual poverty to be fo great, that His Majcfty had be$H 
obliged to advance fums of fifty and fixty thoufand pounds for tem¬ 
porary aid, without the authority of Parliament, and contrary to, 
the pra&ice and the fpirit of the Conftitution. Four millions WO 
were to advance for the Emperor’s greateft exertions, and then we 
were to offer two millions more for exertions greater than his greateft 3 
But could men be railed as edfily as money ? Suppofingthe Empe¬ 
ror able to raife more than 200,000 men, in confidcration of the 
wo additional millions, muft not thefe men come into, the field,#* 

' Vol. X.LIL T 
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and undifciplined. Had our experience that the French werc^ot to 
becoriquercd by difeiplined armies, taught Miniftcrs to rcWie their 
pan, Aid attack them with undifeiplined recruits ? Asj>.j4bfidy, he 
ibbuld like it better than as a loan ; for in tp/. former cafe we could 
flop the payments when we found that the Services were'not per¬ 
formed, as we did with the King of Pruffia; btfi a loan once agreed 
upon, die money mud be paid at all events, \the Councils of 
Vienna had borne too much refemblance to the Counorr ^Berlin, 
not to give rcaibn to fear that the conduCt Would be fimilar. What 
#ere the exertions of Auftria lad campaign r He ihould like to hear 
the opinion of experienced officers, he fhould like to hear the illuf- 
trious Prince who commanded the Britifli army on the Continent, 
Inform their Lordffiips in any way befitting his high rank, whether 
the exertions of the Audrians to defend the Netherlands had been 


filch as to give us reafonable hopes that they would be adequate to 
regaining them. So difgufted, as he had heard from information 
, he could not didrud, were Audrian Generals, officers and men, 
■with the fervice, that many officers remained at lick quarters till 
■ (hey were threatened with being fent to their pods under the cfcort 
of a regiment of HulTars. The extreme cagcrncfs to get the money 
afforded ground for apprehending that it might be applied as the 
- Pruffian fubfidy had been, to the difmemberment of Poland. It 
was faid, it would make a diverfiun in favour of our naval exertions. 
‘Was this a hew invention ? Had we not been purchafing fuch a di- 
verfion’with the blood and treafure of the country for two years j and 


With fuccefs that had been as calamitous to the country as difgraceful 
to its Minlders ? Misfortune, he thought, would have taught them 
the modedy not to boad of ineafures, the ruinous tendency of which 
all the zeal, ability and valour of our army and navy, even the 
mod brilliant victories, could not counteract. If they ciiofe to call 
this a loan, and not a fubfidy, he believed they were the only perfons 
who thought it fo; and one of its word confequcnccs would be that 
thej>copIe would not be taxed for it at the proper time, but find It 
tibolft upon them by furprife, when they thought they had no fuch 
inoncy to provide for. Minidcrs, to conceal from the people how 


rnuch-ffie war mud cod them, began with making permanent certain 
takes; and this appeared to be a device of the fame na~ 
■jtujSSf 1 Yet the people did feci the burdens of the war, and were 
aflpouS to get out of a contcd from which, while conduced by thofe 
who involved them in it, nothing could be reaped but calamity and 


S Lord AUCKLAND faid, that after die refolutions the Houfe 
‘had already come to, it was impoffible to doubt of the propriety of 
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gcie^ng all affiftance we could, for continuing the ,Wtf with vigour/ 
Th<Vwas no room for the infmuation that the Emperor wdhld noY 
^ repay \c money. Were it necefiaiy, lie could prove, that even 
' fqppofingWeJjgdno interoft in the ufe to be made of the loan, if, 
wouldb^viie roldndon fuch fccurity. Many States had derived 
great pSn of their reUpmie from loans to other States. When he 
was at Paris, the Spifs Republic received near a million fterling a 
year, as th e inter n of money lent to France. The moft diftant 
chaqf'V^tJlPKrjpcror’s co-operation was worth any money. The’ 
loan was not to impede the fervice of the navy, which he was for 
promoting ns much as any man; and he hoped there would be no 
cavils on the mcafurcs that would foon be before the Houfe for that 
purpofe. He faw the danger of this country in the ftrongeft point 
of view, and thought no exertion too great to avert that danger. 
He denied that the campaign had been difgraceful: on the contrary* 
no campaign had ever been more honourable to the Britjifh *tms 
wherever they had been employed. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid his aflertion was that the 
campaign had been highly honourable to our fleets and armies* but 
highly difgraceful to Mini tiers. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he did not think it neceflary to de¬ 
tain their Lordfhips with a long reply. Of all that had been faid,' 
what he felt the lcaft was, the imputed difgrace of the campaign. 
His Lordfhip then went into a panegyric on the vidtory of the id 
of June, our fuceeflfes in the Weft Indies, and the bravery of the 
Britifh army on the Continent, and afked, if any man would fay, 1 
that the campaign, although calamitous to the country, had been -. 
difgraceful ? The lpan was pot money wc were to advance, but 
money which the Emperor was to borrow on his own fecurity. The 
exertions of the Emperor, it was faid, had availed iis nothing; 
Was it nothing, that the lofs of Holland had been poftponed from 
the year 1793m the year 1795? Was it nothing to have prevented. 
that calamity till our force was called forth, and the finances of 
France exhaufted ? He rcafoned at fome length on the confidence 
to be repofed in the Bank of Vienna, and complained of the Mar¬ 
quis of Lanfdowne’s allufion to the navy and the poor. 

The Earl of DARNLEY faid, the Addrefs did not implicate 
f]\c bufinefs of the loan. The terms, as far as he had heard' 
of them, he did not think bad as a money tranfa&ion; but our ex¬ 
perience of the Pruflian fubfidy, he hoped, would make.Mini (teY 
doubly cautious in binding the Emperor to the performance of hit 
engagements. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE appealed to the whole tenoiac 

Ta 
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of Jdt Ufe agjunft the insinuation that he was capable of thtoeing 
out bints to catch at popularity, by exciting difcontcnt. Mjpaifters 
themfelves, early in the iirflion, had declared that the fixation of 
the.pgor demanded particular attention., k luu ^aid of the 

navy was no new thought. Many officers XSfch whom heij/d con¬ 
vened for years, gave it as their opinion, that the principal caufe 6f 
the difficulty in manning the navy, was theages having been 
continued fo long at an inadequate rate. If the#, was fo 

plenty, why not apply fomc of it to remove a difficulty of fuefrtfon- 
fepiencc ? More efpecially as we know that the French had intro¬ 
duced an entire new fyftem in the diftribution of prize-money. Our 
feamen, were not, he hoped, likely to know of this; but he had 
hqtftl of matter fo important upon that fubjeft, that he thought it fit 
to hint at» merely that Minifters might inquire into it. Was any 
tiling he had faid calculated to infufe difeontent into the heads of 
the .poor ? They wanted not His information to remind them of their 
jfa&rings. They felt them in their heads, their bodies, and their 
hearts.—Hq had information from various parts that the accumulat¬ 
ing burden of poor-rates from the families of manufacturers who 
could not get employment, the families of militia-men, and of men 
who enfifted for foldiers, was fuch as to call loudly for relief. Add 
tQ this the burden of other taxes, which, although often faid to be 
d by the rich, made the rich man richer and the poor man poorer* 
^Yas hie then, who warned Minifters of this information with a view 
.96 preventing evil, to be charged with fomenting difafFetEtion ? He 
' pud a high compliment to the eftabliihment of the Board of Agri¬ 
culture ; but the beft eftablifliments could do little good if our capi¬ 
tal were^diverted in other channels. Much capital had been brought 
into this country as the fafeft depot during the war, the greater part 
pf which muff be drawn back foon after peace. Would any Mini¬ 
ver fay that the Governor'and Deputy Governor of the Bank of 
JBJngland were of opinion, that there was no danger from fuch a drain 
of fpecie as the loan to the Emperor muff occafion r He recommended 
particular attention to our navy, and to alleviating the wants of the 
poof, who if’they found that there was an intention of improving 
their condition, would wait with patience and with thankfulnefs for 
. ii* being.gr*dually carried into effect. • 

> The Marquis of ABERCORN laid, he ihould have preferred 
- fhs"Adfhefs as it would (land with the amendment, if it had been 
t origfaally fo moved ; but he diiliked oppofing Minifters, in the eon- 
M of the tfar, fo much that he would never do it when- he could 
avoid it. The Addrefs, he hoped pledged the Houfe to no- 
thifjjf that would tie them up from difeuftion, when the whole of 
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■ them in detail*. A co n v er fa tion Oh thii 

le Marquis of Abercom andLcrdGrcn- 
was, that the Houfe, by voting the Adr 
d to approve of die loan, unleft they ad¬ 
ditions of the whole treaty taken together. 
>egativcd, and the Addrefs, as moved b^ 
itliout a divifion. 

md fVednefday, I ith February , 

i 

No debate. 

Thurfday , 12 th February . 

The order of the day for fummoning their Lordfhips being read. 
The Duke of BEDFORD faid, that when he formerly moved 
to fuihmon their Lordihips, he hoped that the motion which he 
then wifhed Ihould be brought forward, would have been taken up 
by fortic hoblc Lord more able than himfclf, and better qualified to 
do it juftice. In that hope he had been difappointed, and the tafk 
how devolved upon him of Bating to their Lordihips the grounds 
Why he again obtruded himfelf upon their notice. He mull own, 
however, that after the treatment which his former morion had ex¬ 
perienced, he had no very fanguine hopes of fucccfs upon the prefent 
bccafion. He frill conceived fomc declaration to be neceffary on 
the part of the Houfe, with refped to the precife fituation in which 
this country flood towards France. He difapproved of the Addrefs 
which had been brought forward to fupeifedc his former motion, as 
inadequate to the purpofc which he had in view, as tending to dis¬ 
courage the people of England, and holding out to the enemy, that 
lio peace could be made with any republican Government in France ; 
fuch was, in his mind, the effect of that Addrefs. If Minifters 
contended that he had mifreprefented its tendency, another decla¬ 
ration ought to be adopted to remove that mifreprefentation. Such 
a declaration ought particularly to be adopted in the prefent crifis, 
when the country was about to be forced into another campaign, ra¬ 
ther than Minifters would confent to recant their error; for fuch 
was the term which he would apply to the conduct of Minifters in 
the prefent conteft, a term which the majority of that Houfe, as 
well as of the country, knew to have been well merited, however 
relu&ant fome might be to make the confeflion. He objected to 
the exprefiion in the former Addrefs, of the uniform defire that had . 
been manifefted by His Majefty to conclude a peace with any Go¬ 
vernment in France, tliat appeared capable of maintaining the ac- 
euftomed relations of peace and amity with other countries. He 
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jEud, that he, for .one, 'ras ignorant of any fuch defire tfrar.had 
bccn^cxpreffed by His Jvlajefty ; many in this country wcrc^fo ig- 
jjKiratjt .of the circumftan©* and all die people of France^/lc might 
were convinced to the contrary. He didjjo* wj^to^pj^oic 
to their Lord (hips to come to any declaratj^ as had W|en jpferibed 
ti> him on a former evening) merely to pleaVthe people of France. 
But he conceived, that when we were at waruvith a country, that 
country ought to know for what ptirpofe the wc*\was carried on, 
and what was the object wc had in view. He theiTtlSwii* a. view 
of all the different declarations which had been publiffied by the 
Britifh Commanders, or under the function of His Majefty, and 
contended, that from the plain language of them ail, jt appeared 
that the war, on our part, was carried <n for the re-cftablUhmcnt 
of Monarchy in France. What were the French to infer from the 
fhrong expiations of a defire to refer re Monarchy, that run through 
all thefe declarations, when they faw that defire backed by powerful 
armies and fleets? The declarations to which he referred, thofe of 
Lord Ilood and General 0 ’Hara» were, in point of good faith,- to 
be confldcred as fanitioned by His Majefty, though not accompanied 
with his name, as they had not been Contradi&cd by any fubfequent 
declaration. But there were others proceeding direttly from His 
Majefty, and in tlicfc attempts had been made to point out fome 
ambiguous expreflions, implying that we might be induced to treat 
withfomc other Government, befides a Monarchy, expreflions, 
which, if they admitted of the interpretation thus attempted to be 
jjhren them, made His Majefty contradict himfolf in thefe other 
paflages where the reverfe was aflerted. The expreflions in one of 
the declarations went fo far as to affirm, that there was no interme¬ 
diate ftep between anarchy and monarchy. In another, the French 
were called upon to reftorc the empire of law, religion, and mora¬ 
lity, not by adopting any juft and equitable form of government, but 
by joining the ftandaril of Monarchy. They were not left to fup- 
pofc that rhe reftoration of law, religion, and morality might de¬ 
pend upon themfeives ; the precifc ftep which they were tp take was 
, pointed out to them. He was not verfed in the fubtlcties of lan¬ 
guage ; he was a plain, Ample man, and there was no other mean¬ 
ing which he could annex to thefe declarations than that which he 
had .already mentioned. He appealed to the plain fenfe of their 
lairdffiii s, whether fuch was not the only obvious meaning that 
CCHjjild be deduced from the nature of the expreflions employed ; nay, 
Gjbvernrr ent did not even give to the French the power of creating 
^Monarchy &r themfeives, or confulting their own judgement with 
reTpetSV to the -limitation? to be fixed to the regal power. 1 hey r<£- 
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quireMem, in the fird iridance, to adopt thjeold defpodc Govern- ' 
menj^^itpledge of the fincerity of thAnntentions to reftore thO 
gear- ft religio n, and moralitvy^aftcrwards, indeed; tbbe,' 
y circuiftivaJbes might admit. He concluded, that from 
all tharttlf French hasten, either of us or of our allies, (for the 
conduit of our alliemre mud alfo confider ourfclvcs refponfible, as 
by our means alogythey had been enabled to cany on the war, 
which tb^.^BBlfotherwife have been compelled to rcUnquilh), they 
had no reafon to fuppofc that we would treat with any other Govern¬ 
ment in France, except a Monarchy. What rellanci could they 
have on our amicable difpofitions! Had v. c, when victorious at the 
commencement of the war, made the flighted advances, or even 
teftified the mod remote inclination to offer them peace ? As to the 
argument, that France was at prefent incapable of maintaining the 
accudomed relations of peace and amity, lie dcliral their I^ordfhtps 
to look to thofe nations who had remained neutral in the conteft.— 


With refpeCt to America, Sweden, and Denmark, did not France 
fliew hcrfclf to be fully calpablc of maintaining nil the accudomed 
relations of peace and amity ? Of this, the French mud themfelves 
be aware; they mud alfo be fenfifclc that it could not but be per¬ 
ceived in this country, and therefore, from cur conduct, more par¬ 
ticularly from this pretext why we ought not to treat, they could 
only conclude that the war in which we were now engaged, was a 
war carried on againd their Government. The motion which he 
meant to conclude with propofing, was-onc that would clear all 
doubts, and, if adopted, certainly tend much to procure peace; at 
the fame time, he had been extremely cautious to exprefs his mo¬ 
tion in fuch terms as not to interfere .with the operations of the Ex¬ 
ecutive Government, or have any effect to cripple their exertions. 
He never would interfere with the Executive Government, rifl^ 
every poflible attempt to induce them to perform what ha confulered 
to be their duty to their country in the prefent indance had been 
rendered fruitlefs. The fubjelt to which his motion referred had 
been fo hackneyed, that it fcarcely admitted of any thing new. He 
would not now enter into the origin of the war; he would even 
grant to the other fide, f?r the fake of argument, that it had been 
rendered neceffary from the aggreflion. There were only one or 
two points which had formerly been infilled on, to which ho fhouid 
now call their attention : fird, it had been contended that the ef¬ 
fect of any declaration expreflive of a defirc for peace, would bo to 
raife the fpirit of the French, and to deprefs foe people of foil 
country. ' For his own part, be did not confider that it was poflible 
to elevate to a higher pitch die fpirit of the French, or coqaxa’jni- 
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tall 1 0 them a greater degree of energy than they at prefent po&ued. 
They now conceived themfelvea to be fighting in a-caufe mod 
qf all osiers calculated to Infpirc anixnation—the d efen g/ 10 
liberty. They were fighting for freedom, na*r'ttdee<r '‘ 
freedom which he was cither prepared to* ^upland, or iL*Aous to 
enjoy, but what they conceived to be fo. &ch wag the war on 
their part, on the part of this country it was avar of oppreflion— 
A war in order to impofe upon them a GovernmCnV iajjgry to the 
wiflies of the people. As to the other argument urged againfi'a de¬ 
claration, that it would tend to deprefs the people of this country, 
he believed that it would have a quite different effeft. He, for 
one, had declared, and he was allured that there were many others 
aduated by the fame fentiment, that, if fuch a declaration was 
adopted, he would come forward, and give his fupport to the mea¬ 
sures of Government. There was, indeed, one dafs of men in 


the country who might be dcprdled by fuch a declaration j they 
were thofe who were fo greatly fhocked with the enormities that had 
been committed in France, as to approve of the idea of a v ar of 
retaliation and revenge; the fpirits of fuch men, he confcfled, he 
Ittfhed to be damped, and their purpofc to be defeated. He quoted 
the fentiment of a perfon, whofe authority he conlidercd as entitled 


0 great weight. 4 * That the people of France would quickly be¬ 
come tired of the war, if they perceived that it was only carried on 
by die obftinacy of their rulers.” He was the more inclined to 
give confidence to this remark, applied to the people of France, as 
Itf law it verified with rcfpcCt to the people of England, who had 
lately become tired of the war, becaufe they perceived that it was, only 
Carried on by the obftinacy of Minifters. What but obftinacy could 


induce them to perfift in the war under the prefent circumftances ? 
What rational profpeCts could they hold out of its fuccefsful termi- 
fiation ? It was evident that they themfelvcs had no fuch profpeCts. 
The only grounds of hope to which they were able to refort, were 
thofe which had been fo often hackneyed, and which afforded fo 
0 efi<$ra confolation, namely, the ruined ftatc of the French finances. 


*rtnd the fpirit of Royalifm (till exifting in France. He would not 
Bow enter into the queftion of finance; he would allow to Minifters 


dl the admntagc of their ftatemenfs, only remarking that their pre¬ 
diction qf the total ruin of the French finances had been repeated 
4 mm day to day, and had in every inftance proved fallacious.— 
Jfance would continue to refill while her foil remained productive, 
ind mould apply the laft piece of her ooin to the exigencies of the 
{RddSejfiffvite. As to the fpirit of Royalifm, where did its fymp- 
tatf^jppear, qr how were ks efforts difplayed ? His Grace referred 
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to c 0 ft he had {feted in his former fpcech of the tranfeCttons at * 
Toaojkh Vendee, and Alface, &c. But as a proof of the exid- 
irit of Royalty, a triumphant mflance had been produced 
of"aNu^ao, written a pamphlet in its favour, was itn- 

mediarely-Jonfigned tojto guillotine. That man had not yet beeit 
fent to die guillotine Jfhe was dill in the fituation of a perfon ame¬ 
nable to the laws wpeh he had violated. But if any inference was 
to be draw£*£yMH*mis pamphlet of the prevalence of a fpirit of 
Royalty, was not he, from the circumftance of feveral parpplilets, 
having been publiihed at Paris in favour of peace, entitled to {fete 
the exigence of a pacific difpofition in France \ If there dill re¬ 
mained a tendency to Rosaliftn, it mud chiefly be centered in the 
French army, and would be mod effectually drawn forth by the 
edablHhment of peace. There was one other argument to which, 
he would advert, namely, that it would be difgraceful and hunUf 
bating to Enghnd to offer peace. The honour of the country, it 
was urged, called upon us to profecute the war. Such was his re¬ 
gard for the honour of the country, that he would iboner filed hie 
blood than confcnt to violate it. But the more fafeinating any ar¬ 
gument appeared, which was drawn from the honour of the country* 
the greater deliberation was neceffary in order to edimate the degree 
of weight which was due to it. It was proper carefully to diferimi- 
nate between what in the prtfent indance MiniAers might be dif- 
pofed to confound, their own honour, and the honour of England* 
Had the fleets or armies of England been diigraced in the prefeni; 
conted ?—No ; the gallant men employed in the different fervices 
had done their duty. If difgracc any where cxidcd, it was only in 
her counfels. He contended that it never could be difgraceful tot 
adopt that line of conduit which was dictated by prudence* and 
fanltioned by the mod approved maxims of the policy of enlightened 
nations. “ Let me intreat you,” faid his Grace, “ to consider 
the number of your brave countrymen who have already fallen in 
this unhappy conted, and that the Continent, which has been, 1 
may fay, drenched with blood, is again about to become the fccne 
of frefh (laughter, without one effort having been made on your 
part to prevent it. Are you deaf to the cries of the orphan ? Are 
your hearts deeled againd the tears of the widow ? Have you no 
feeling of the wide-fpreading circle of calamity which war oceadons I 
Have you failed to rcfleCt, that of the many thoufands who fall iq 
battle, there is not one whole lofs does not fumifb a fotirce of iii% 
parable regret to a train of furvivors ? And, with fugh a picture of 
the miferies of war prefented to y<?ur minds, can youf for a momeAf 
hefitate to exert your endeavour? to redore the Ircaings of peace* 
Vol. XLIL U 
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ttKj diminifh the. fum of fuch complicated wretchednefs ? Willyou 
n6t act lead be induced to make the attempt ? If you do nof*f the 
cities of the unhappy vi&iipsof war will again be uttered ; dde^v^ill 
penetrate thefe wails, and you will not be able to Ixu&xit hands 
upon your hearts, and fay, that they do nofclSund to y^u>a/£nes 
of reproach. I then will be able to fay, Tfcat at lead Onve not 
contributed- to make the wife a difconfolate wiVbw, and the orphan 
ihelplefs outcad. In that moment I will fedi^ he co nfolation of 
having attempted to do my duty upon the prefent occSttom*’ , His 
Grace concluded with moving the following refolution: 

“ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Houfe, that the ac- 
u tuai fituation of .the governing Powers in France ought not to pre- 

* " elude the conclufion of a fpcedy peace, if peace can be had upon 
41 fuch terms as arc in thcmfelvcs jud and rcafonable ; but if the 
** ambition of France fliould'lead-her to pcrfeverc in hodilities, ei- 
** ther for the purpofe of her own aggrandisement, or to carry into 
° effect the principles of her own government in other countries, 

“ this Houfe feels itfelf called upon firmly and dcadily to fupport 

* His Majedy in the vigorous profccution of the prefent war." 

Lord HAWKESB.URY called their Lordlhips’ attention to 

what had parted in that Houfe in the prefent fertion, upon the dif- 
Cuflion of an Addrcfs to the Throne, in anfwcr to His Majefty's 
, Ipeech. Their Lordlhips had upon that occafion declared their con- 
vision of the jufticc and the neccrtity of the prefent war \ this was 
agreed on by a large majority of that Houfe, and the noble Duke 
0ow came forward with a motion contradictory of the opinion of 
that large majority. Upon a former occafion, the noble Duke had 
made a motion of a nature rtmilar to this,- to which a noble friend 
of his (Lord Grenville) propofed an amendment, the fubftance of 
which was, as their Lordlhips knew, that on our part there was no 
dbje&ion to any forni of Government in France, provided that 
form was capable of affording to us a fccurity for the accudomcd 
relations of amity and peace. To this amendment a large majo- 
' rity agreed, and indeed he thought that feme fuch declaration was 
fieceflary, in order to obviate falfe imprertions, which he dared fome 
‘ipee^hes in’ that Houle would otherwife have made; and reflecting 
Upon that fobjeCt, he could not help faying he was a little furptifed 
4 t"the mdtion of the noble Duke to-day, for he thought alter the 
feofe.of the Houfe had been fo clearly exprefled upon the matter, 
foat Kfinifters ought to be left to canty on the war upon the prin¬ 
ciple which the Houfe had declared, if their Lordlhips did not dif- 
Cpgfoyc of their condud. With regard to the papers, to which the 
4 Mpe Duke had alluded; he mull obferve that they were paniculac 
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papehamblifhed under fperial circumftances, and were penned uh- 
Her thclgreflurc of the. moment; but there was no oneaff of Go¬ 
vernment, ^.a Government, in ^hich it was ever held outthat 
wc fiiould not malic p-ace with France until it adopted a particular 
form of Government VThe properlv authentic document upon 
this fubjedt was, H r i Majefty’s declaration to the people of-Francc, 
extracts of which his Lord (hip read, and m'intained, that therf 
was jjo paiuctiTar form of Government infixed upon in that dccla- 
ration, it only declared it to Ire His Majefty’s opinion, that a tno< 
narchy was the form of Government moft likely to re ftorf order, but 
the choice was left to thcmfelves. With regard to the right which ’ 
one Government had to iiverfere wiih the Government of another 
country* he thought that right did not exift until the Government 
of another country aff - 5 .Ved our nv;:» ;Vnb. » 1 .« ght we had A 
right to interfere, this was i r ; 0 u. which arofe out of the principle of 
fclf-prcfervaticn, which was ;:s applicable to nations asit was to in* 
dividuals. But whenever w. ourfclvcs were fccure, then the form of 
Government in another was entirely out of the queftion. But When 
we were in danger, he thought that no point could be clearer than 
that we had a right to interfere, and in fupport of tKis opinion there 
were the authorities of the beft politicians which this or any country 
ever had to hoaft of. This was well underftood in the reign of. 
Queen Elizabeth. With regard to what the noble Duke had faid 
of the declaration of Lord Hood at Toulon, he muft firft obferve,, 
that this was a declaration made under very particular circumftances, 
when it was underftood that the difpofitions of the people there* 
and in many other parts of France, were in favour of an hereditaty 
monarchy; but whetlicr the French had a monarchy or a republic* 
our main object was then, and was dill, to obtain a fafe and an 
honourable peace. After all that had been faid of the Government 
of France, he was ready to declare it was his opinion, that it was 
not to the form of Government of France that wc ought to look, it 
was to the character of her Government,, Whether it be monarch!*" 
cal, democratical, or ariftocratical j be the form what it might, it. 
muft have a character to be depended upon, before it Would bis 
fafe to ncgociate with or acknowledge It, and until that was the 
cafe we had a right to interfere for our own fafetv. This was the 
opinion of the moft able writers upon the law of nations, from the 
firft down to the laftj who had written on the fubje£f, and who ^ 
was, perhaps, the beft of them all: he .alluded to Vatel, who 
faid, that where a nation was reftlefs and ambitious, always intent 
upon difturbing the peace of other nations, it was the duty oftheft* 
nations to aftbeiate for the purpofe of putting it in fucha-ftatc as indfc ' 
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t& b* gbl® to difturb them again. As to the obfervation of the^noble 
,p^ke» that the war mjght be fuppofed to be carried on for afrenge, 
Hat he njuft deny; it was not for revenge, it was for fecunty; aroj'' 
he muft add, that if the noble Duke really thought^ASt Minifters 
yrere carrying on the war to fave their ownjj^nour, inftead of faving 
die honour of the nation, the bed motion he o^uld make, would be, 
for an Addrefs to His Majefty to difmifs them from his fervicc. 
fit really thought that the amendment moved by 4u&.noble friend 
t^e other day, to the motion of the noble Duke upon the f&bje& 
Qpw before He Houfc, was quite as explicit as Minifters ought to be 
ypon the point of the form of Government of France; it ftated, 
fhar we (hould be ready to treat for peace whenever there lhould 
he a Government that could give us any fccurity. The prefent mo¬ 
tion went to lay, that the prefent was that form of Government in 
^France now he thought entirely otherwife, and therefore he was 
bound to oppofe this motion. He tliought that by attempting to 
•treat with the French, we (hould put ourfelves in a worfc fituation 
Han we are in at prefent, there was nothing to convince him that 
Jthelr prefent Government was fo altered from the Government of 
Jfcpberfpierre, as to make it fafer now than it would have been then ; 
fyr although there was a little outward alteration, their principles 
jffqpe the fame; he had faid long ago, that there was no liability in 
fbfi Government under that tyrant, and the event had proved it. 
If we wilhed to know what would probably be the refult of attempt¬ 
ing to negotiate fokly on the good faith of the French Government, 
ype (hould look at the fate oi Holland, which had been indifereet 
though to try the effect of negotiation; and what had been the con¬ 
sequence of this new friendfhip of the French to the Dutch■* Al¬ 
ready they treated them like a conquered nation—they had put al- 
Anoft every thing in requifition; he held in his hand a document 
wbUh would prove this to be the cafe. Here his Lordlhip read the 
proclamation of the States General to the people of Holland, ditft ited, 
he faid, by the French, and drawn in a manner to render as palat- 
«?bletas poflible a proceeding of that offenfive nature, by which the 
jyroperty already put in requifition by the French in Holland, 
^mounted to about a million ftcrling. But it had been faid, that 
tile French Government had already been acknowledged by other 
p^yere, and that no evils had refulted from that acknowledgement, 
lit was difficult, perhaps, to calculate what the evils might be that 
Jfftbld refult from it. As far as we had any opportunity of judg¬ 
ing; we faw nothing to envy in the condition of thofe who had ac- 
jjpowledged them; they were equally enemies to republics as to 
ripoimcfoie*;. yre all knew how they had treated the republic of 
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Geneva. It Was iaid alfo that they had been If ' 

the American republic; it muft be obvious that die Americana 
were at\oo great a didance to be much afledted by thegfe at lead 
for a long tfc.c, for they muft conquer many countries, and bavp 
the entire dominion of feas, before they could materially afig# 
America; and yet they liad tried, as their Lordfyips knew, throqgp 
the medium of Monf. Genet, to throw them into confufton; nor 
would he be refponfiblc for the part they might take with regard Ip >. 
Sweden or Denmark, if they could advance far enough, Jn Ihort, typ 
had no doubt of the part they would take wherever they might haft-; 
pen to have any power, From all thefe confiderations, he muft 
fay, that the character of the prefent Government was fuch as vtp 
could not fafely treat with. When the Government would be {uugfl 
as to make it fafe for us to treat, he would then fay, the fooner Wp 
better; but he believed he (poke the language of a majority of their 
Lordfhips, when he faid, that negotiation for peace, without con¬ 
fidence in its fuccefs, was worfe than war; and therefore them 
would be no good in attempting to negotiate now. ffe was ready 
to delare it to be his opinion that thafe motions tended to protract 
inftead of accelerating the very objeft which we all had in vi ,pv 9 
namely, a fafe and an honourable peace; let their Lordfhips but 
refleft on the idea going forth in France, that the Houfes of Parli¬ 
ament of this country interfered with Government in order to put 
an end to the war, the confcquence muft be drat of making the 
enemy the more firm and refolute, which muft of courfe protnuft 
the period of hoftili tics. At prefent, however, a great majority of 
both Houfes declined that interference, and he would appeal to t 
what had paffed on that fjibjedt in this great city, and in other 
great towns, and afk their Lordftiips—Whether from the rcfuR 
they were not fatisfied that a large majority of all die refpetiahje 
and wealthy people in the kingdom concurred entirely with HI* 
Majcfty’s Government with refpeti to the profccution of the war i 
his opinion was, thyefore, that all motions of this kind were im¬ 
proper. The fenfe of that Houfe had been taken already upon the 
fubjeti, and he hoped that nothing had happened fince to chaqge 
the opinion of their Lordftiips; he fhould therefore take the liberty 
of moving the previous queftkm upon the refolution propofedby the 
noble Duke. 

The Duke of GRAFTON faid, he had great doubts whether 
he ftipuld be able to deliver his fentiments to-night with fufficlent 
ftrength to be heard, and nothing but the importance of the fubjcck 
fhould have induced him to attempt it. The motion of the noble 
Duke had his entire concurrence. In proportion sp any man was 
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jafotofecd to the Copftitution of this country (by the word Canfiitu- 
■l&nj, hefdid not mean the empty found, which fome perfojns had of 
late appeared to be fond of repeating, but of the rea l^ ETencc of our 
Conflitytibn, to which he hoped many of their Lordfhips were ftill 
$rm1y attached,) the mom a man thought of the commerce and 
ptofperity of the country, the more he thought of the wounds that 
had been given to (hat Conftitution ; and the mor$ .he thought of 
thfcdifatters that had befallen that commerce, the more his indigna¬ 
tion muft be excited againft thofe who had been the authors of all 
thofe calamities. Let their Lordfhips but compare all the difafters 
that at any former time had happened to this country with thofe 
which overwhelmed it now, and they would all vanifh; there was 
nothing in the hiftory of this world, that was equal to what was 
npw palling in Europe. If we looked at the part which Great Bri¬ 
tain was a&ingin the feene, we fhould find that fhe was rilkingher 
own exiftcnce, for an objedl which reafon and experience proved to 
be unattainable. He could not help begging leave to repeat what 
'lie had faid laflt year upon this fubjc£, when he had the mortifica¬ 
tion to differ from fome of his beft friends; on his confcirncc he was 
then, and was fincc ftill more perfuaded, that by a continuance in 
this fyftcm, the Throne itfelf would be in danger, the country 
might be undone, and were he not to fay fo, his own peace of mind 
would be difturbed for ever; for he could not expedt for a moment 
to enjoy the fmalleft portion of tranquillity, if lie did not take all 
conftiturional means in his power to awaken his fellow fubje&s to 

a fenfe of their danger. The motion of the noble Duke he liked 

• * ® 

tfie better, bccatife it mentioned nothing of the jufticc and ncccflity 
of the war* it left thofe points entirely alone, and allowed noble 
Lords t > make for thcmfelves what diftin&ioas they pleafed upon 
(hit fjhje 1, for the real queftion was not now how we became in¬ 
volved in the war, but what was bell: to be done for the falvation of 
the S r atc ; and, taking it in that view, the apparent benefits of the 
motion were fo clear to him, that he was aftonidled they did not ap¬ 
pear equally evident to every noble Lord in that Houfe as they ap¬ 
peared to himfelf. The leading thing to be confidcred was, that 
the people of this country ihould be informed upon what ground 
they were to bear the burdens which this dreadful war was to create, 
and what was to be the extent .of fuch burdens, in order that they 
jfitgjiit know for what they were to prepare themfelves, for the va- 
declarations, of Miniftcrs were fo contradictory, and what 
J|tifid to-night made them more fo, that it was impofiible to under¬ 
hand them.' It was by no means dear at this moment, whether in 
VmqTyftcm of Mintfters the. return of a monarchical form of Govern- 
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mcnt in Fiance was not at all.events, to precede aw 
peace. s He alluded to the opinion of the Earl of IjilnsBeJ^at ne,/ 
had feen it in a newfpaper, and wifhed to know whether thatnobla. 
Earl really thcight that we could not treat with arty fbfnft of Cfo*C 
vernment in France except a monarchy. Now, he wiC^ed to knertf • 
of what this country was compounded; vfere we or were,we taptjt 
mixt Government ? If we were a mixt Government, then the mp*, 
tion of the noble Duke was perfectly proper, becaufe it operated sp* 
an advice to Minifters, and conveyed proper information. to 
Public, of the grounds upon which a negociation might commencp*.. 
If we were merely a Government under an Execctivc Council) thftiT 
the motion was improper. If it was clear that there was no otygc* 
tion to the perfons who have the Government of France; there* 
would then be fomething to reft upon; but if there was an, objfg?* 
tion to them, then certain confiderations would deferve to be weig^r. 
cd carefully. Firft, we (hould confider what was the degjree^qf. 
probability that they would be fucceeded by a fet of men, whofe’ 
character might anfwcr our wilhcs. Then, what was the length, 
of time they fhould remain in adminiftration before ourMiniftery 
(hould think their power fufficiently eftabliftied, before they (hotu4 
think them ftrong enough to be able to adhere to their ftipulations,; 
fo that wc might negociatcwith them fafely. On the firft point the. 
noble Duke was of opinion that there was no profpelt that the pre -1 
fent rulers would foon be fucceeededby others, for by their mode*, 
rate, merciful and wife decrees, they exhibited a contrail to the 
conduit of their laft tyrant, and were daily gaining the affe&ion of 
the people. On the fecond point, therefore, it was unneceifaiy to" 
make any obfervations, becaufe it was rtbt likely to occur while we 
were able to continue the war. Having made many observations' 
on the abfurdity of dreading the effe& of French principles, and of 
endeavouring to ftir up the embers of the allies into a flame of of* 
feniivc and efFe&ual war againft the French, what form of Govern-, 
ment wc pleafed in France, and the ruin that mult fall upon us if 
fomething like the motion now before the Houfe was not carried,, 
he concluded with giving his moft hearty concurrence to the motion 
of the noble Duke. 


The Earl of MANSFIELD faid, that to form opinions.of vrhajt 
any noble Lords faid in that Houfe from what appeared in the 
newfpapers was improper, for they were often- very erroneous; 
he tifed the moft gentle term upon that fubjelt. If it had eye^ 
appeared in any newfpaper that he faid wc (hould never treat with 
any form of Government but a monarchy, it was an opinion which 
he never entertained. But if it was'.faid that he give it as'his opi? 
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tMi$ dtatt & tftoftarchy was the form of Government nioft finely to 
K£d flie ^dlinds of that unhappy country, he was hot mifreprefented. 
rfisXdfdfKip then proceeded to argue on the bad policy of the mo- 
tibh. Lie thought that in the cafe of a perfon who had any idea of 
^hegpciafiori, die fitff tfiihghe would do,«if he was tolerably wife,, 
ifofctd Be to inquire, whether thofe with whom he was about to ne¬ 
gotiate, Were fincere in their intentions, and if fo, whether they 
bifid foe power of carrying their intentions into effect; upon both 
foefe points his Lordrfnp concluded in the negative, with refpe&E to 
fod pfefent Government of France. He afked their Lordftiips to 
r&tdft oh what might have been the lituation of this country now, 
if Wfe had negotiated with Roberfpicrrc; did they believe that the 
pfrtierft fulers would ratify fuch a negotiation? He obferved alfo, 
that if .peace were reftored, there would be an end to the revolu- 
tionaiy power of foe prefent rulers, and although they might be 
pSfriotie enough to give up their power for the fcrvicc of their coun¬ 
try, yet it was not an extravagant thing to doubt whether their pa- 
tfiotifm would lead them fo for as to make fuch a facrifice. He 


dftfoed to be informed if we negotiated, whether we were willing to 
dffow foe poffcfiion of Flanders and Savoy to the republic, one and 
Ifldiviltble? And whether if France ihould hereafter be divided into 
f&Veral republics, we Ihould ftipulate to oppofe that divifion ? He 
fold, he was not fond of quoting the authority of newfpapers on the 
^eetiies of the Members of the Convention, fincc their Lordfhips 
experienced fo much mifreprefentation of their own; but he formed 
his opinion of the proceedings of the Convention from the copies of 
public documents. He fow, fome time fince, as he came from the 
Houfe, in foe Leyden Gazette, fob country deferibed cetie Nation 
odieitje. He believed that this nation was more interefted, more 


#ger, and more able to oppofe the French than any other in this 
World. His Lordfhip concluded witti giving his mo(f cordial affent 
the previous queftioir. 

' The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that after the difeuffion 
foe fiibjefo had already undergone, it was unncceffary to detain their 
Ldrdfoips with much argument upon it. He remarked upon the 
tray in which Mi titters were now foftening their former expref- 
fions; but the fituation of the country was fuch as demanded a ca¬ 
tegorical declaration. We were fpending twenty-fix millions mere- 
demurrage money, in order to fee what the Chapter of Acci- 
Aghff w6uld dp for us. He had' feen a Miniftry watching foe 
of Accidents, but never ought foe fete of a nation to be 
foch hazard. We were in foci looking for foe turn of a tide 
'WApft feas riinnii% twenty knots an hour againft us. What iecu- 



rity, it was afked, could we have had for the con^nuhnw c^ pe^ 
if wc had negociated with Briffot, or Roberfpierre, or,any ot fop, 
leaders of the factions that had Succeeded one another forapidiy.ih 
France. The leaders of thefe factions had taken the fituatiojvpf ' 
France, with refpeti to f&eign powers, as they found it; aqdeyik . 
Roberfpierre had been uniformly adverfe to any fyftem of war for 
the purpofes of conqucft. He need not remind thehr Lordihi^ 
that,,in this country, an Adminiftratton had been turned out. for 
concluding preliminary articles of peace, which articles were after- 
wards ratified by the Administration that fuccceded., When it ayas . 
faid that the French had no regular Government, let us look 
their military operations, and one fhould find them planned. and • 
executed with a vigour and ability feldom equalled, certainly ney^ 
furpafled. Every hour’s delay would put us into a lituation lefs fo. 
vourablc for negotiating, and therefore he Should fupport the mo- 
tion. 

Lord BORINGDON began by apologizing to Lord Mulgrav^ • 
(who had rifen at the fame time) for caufing to him any delay. ha 
the deliver)' of his fentiments. He faid, that as far as the debate 
had then proceeded,'he had heard, in his opinion, fuch,little iea$ 
argument againft the previous queftion, which, without cohfidery 
ing the truth or falfehood of the propofition of the noble Duke, was 
the fubjeti immediately before the Houfe; and he faid he had heard 
fo much in fupport of it, that he though it ncccffary to iblicit the 
pardon of the Houfe for attempting to add any thing to a fcali 
which, in his apprehension, had fo great a preponderance. As it 
was impofliblc that the fpeeches of every individual Peer fhould re*, 
main always frefli in their Lord (hips’ memory, he would beg leave 
to recall to their recollection, that when he iaft addreffod them, bp - 
had fupported the addrefs to His Majcfty, on the ground merely q| 
thinking it preferable to the amendment, and that on that occaiioh 
he had been very far from going to any of thofc lengths to Which * 
that Addrcfs was by fome fuppofed to extend itfelf; he faid, he had 
alluded to that debate, for the purpofe of faying clearly and diftin6tiy| 
that if in the courfe of what he then fubmitted to the Houfe, hd 
had in any way expreffod or infinuated the mod diftant hope of pio^ 
curing an honourable peace, by other means than thofc of a vigo¬ 
rous profecution of the war,' that it was only poflible for ftim fo 
have done fo from the fortune of war .being then more equally baV* - 
lanced, and from that diffidence of opinion which the circumftanecC 
of the prefont could hot. At that time, indeed, he cduld eafily 
conceive noble Lords coming forward, with a propofition fimilac'to' 
thatmow before the Houfe, but at this exadfc moment it was 'Wits’ 
Vol. XLII. X 
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doubt and hefitation that he could at all account for it. It really 
fhruck him, that if the mind of man was called upon to form to it- 
feIf an abftrad idea of a time and fituation, in which it would be 
$ie moft impolitic for a country to attempt-negociation, that an ab- 
#ra£t idea of fuch a time, and fuch a firyption, would be formed, 
aa would be found exa&ly and precifely fimilar to that time and that 
fituation in which this country Hands at prefent. The end of a fc r 
COnd campaign, which has been attended with very great misfor¬ 
tunes and difafters, a period when your armies arc almoft in .the 
of flying before thofe of your enemies; a period not only when 
thofe enemies are in pofTellion of extenfive territories, conquered by 
their arms, but the prccife moment when they have juft become fo, 
and confequently the precife moment when they are moft likely to 
indulge themfelves in the moft wild and extravagant expectations, 
all combined to form, in his mind, the idea of a time above all 
dthers the moft improper for the difclofure of any wi(h to ncgociate. 
.Added to thefe considerations, he would call upon their I^ordftiips to 
reject every meafurc tending to humble the nation, (which tpftify- 
itfea defire to negociate at this prccife moment unqueftionably muft) * 
|t A time when our armies have been diftinguifhing themfelves by 
Unexampled good conduct and courage and when they are more 
numerous and formidable than we have almoft ever fepn them ; and 
above all, at a time when our naval and natural ftrength is in- 
creafed, and'incrcafing, and when, whatever may be our conti¬ 
nental difafters, that force will be abundantly capable of guarding 
our coafts and protc&ing our trade. He bad hitherto abftained from 
making any allufion to, or grounding any argument upon, the in¬ 
ternal Government of France. Of that Government, and of the 
change erf fyftem which feemed fortunately to have taken place there, 
fie aftured the Houfe he was inclined to think as favourably as any 
<rf their Lordlhips ; he had, however, forborne from refting any 
argument upon this part of the queftion; in the firft place, bccaufe 
'he was not in poiTefiion of any private information which could en¬ 
able him to fpeak with peculiar accuracy upon it; and fccondly, 
and principally, bccaufe as to the queftion of peace or war at this 
moment, it appeared to him to he a very inferior confideradon in¬ 
deed. .Was Louis the Fourteenth on the throne of France at this 
infant, he ihould equally think that a vigorous profecution of the 
Wap wa« tiie only probable means of fecuring an equitable peace.— 
fin the fubjeft of the Government of France, therefore, he would 
pjdyTsy, (hat it could never be confidered as a minus quality; he 
itsleaiit,. that when other confiderations ihould lead us to a vigorous 
execution of die war/ that the internal. circumftances of that coun- 
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try fhould lead us to make peace. Some pexfons may think the pie*’ 
fent Government of Fiance likely to prove disable; others taskf 
think the contrary. The probable duration is t in any cafe, a mat* 
ter of doubt; and he thought few would argue, that you diould ne* 
gociate with a weak and doubtful power, when you would riot no* 
gociate with one of greater ftrength, and more acknowledged per'- 
manence. He faid, unqucftionably the prefent Government of 
France may acquire great ftrength and permanence, and he for 
one, in common with the Public, rejoiced extremely that the,power 
of ncgociating with that Government (whenever circumftances might 
render negociation expedient) is left completely open to His Ma- 
jefty’s Minifters, by the resolution which has recently been palled 
by Parliament. On Jhe fubjefit of that refolution, the noble Duke 
who opened the debate had afierted, from what he had heard re- 
fpedhng it, that he was led to fuppofe it had alforded no fatisfadtion 
to the public mind. He certainly was not inclined to doubt the 
noble Duke's having received that information , but he would beg 
leave to fay, that he himfelf had received information of a direfit 
contrary tendency, and that in his heart he believed that the refo¬ 
lution in queftien had afforded veiy great fatisfafilion to the Public, 
and that there were veiy few, indeed, who would have wifhed It 
to have gone one Angle ftep farther than it did. Although he con* 
feffed himfelf delirous that thofe who are at prefent in power fbeuld 
remain in their high fituations, yet as a member of the Public, and 
as an honeft man, he could not help faying, that he fhould be much 
better pleafed at feeing thofe* fituations occupied by other perfons, in* 
cafe the difcretionaiy power which feemed to him to be conveyed by 
the late refolution, was to be diminilhed in the fmallcft degree. He 
faid, that whatever might be the different opinions entertained on 
the dofihrine of confidence, he believed that one and all would agree, 
that if there was any queftion on which that dofitrine would bear be* 
ing carried farther than on another, and on which it was the prac¬ 
tice of Parliament to interfere lefs than another, and to confide it- 
felf on the difcrction of the executive fervantsof the Crown, it was 
on the queftion of peace and war. He deprecated the idea of check¬ 
ing the proper interferences of Parliament, but thought, that at this 
particular period, no wife man would be defirous of fettering or 
contrafiling the diferetion of the King’s fervants. He lamented tho 
noble Duke's having brought forward the fame queftion, after 
flhort an interval of time, mid laid, he thought that a different line 
of eshdufit would have appeared. more refpefitful to the Houfe, left 
irritating for the Public, and better calculated to fecure the pbjafifc of 
their general withes. Whether the refolution then before the Houfe 
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l^ent immediately to peace or not, he thought it'difclofcd an eager- 
8 to negociate, that, under the exatft circumstances of the coun¬ 
ty at prefent, he thought mutt appear humiliating; and from the 
forces and refourccs of the nation, he thought he might with fafety 
call upon the Houfe to rejedt every meafurc which bore with it any 
appearance of humiliation, and which feemed uncalled for by the 
eircumftances of the country. 

, Lord MULGRAVE faid, he agreed with the Marquis of Lanf- 
downe that very little novelty had been introduced into the prefent 
debate; the rotfon was very obvious ; the ingenuity of the noble 
Lords in oppofition could not devife any new arguments, and there¬ 
fore it was impoflible any new anfwers could be. made to their ar¬ 
guments. Something new had, however, been introduced by the 
noble Marquis ; he had talked a great deal about the Chapter of 
Accidents. It was evident that every nation engaged in hostilities 
muft look to the chances of war. We were in that .point of view 
waiting for the Chapter of Accidents in preference to the certain 
calamity of peace under the prefent cireumftanccs. It had been 
faid that we were paying twenty-fix millions for demurrage money ; 
this money was well laid out when we confidcred the evils that had 
teen averted by it. He dcfcanted upon the evils of war as being 
common to every other war as well as to this; and controlled the 
alacrity with which our foldiers went into the field with the rcluftant 
obedience of the French, who were dragged into it by requilition. 

' Peace was dcfirablc, but we .were not to put forth into the fea of 
peace till wc faw clear Ikies and propitious gales. 

The Duke of LEEDS faid, he thought the laft motion which 
had been made in the Houfe by the noble Duke, who had brought 
forward the prefent one, was wife in its principle, and likely to pro¬ 
duce the moft beneficial confequcnces to the nation, if it had been 
adopted; it was a motion which he thought deferved the moft ferious 
attention of Minilters, and the moft deliberate confideration of their 
Lordfhips;. for though he admitted it was an abftraft proportion, , 
.and iftnountcd almoft. to a truifm, yet he muft for ever continue to 
^believe it merited the approbation of the Houfe. The prefent motion 
was-ofa different complexion; it was not fo abftraft in its nature; 
it Went diredly and plainly to the point; it immediately applied it- 
:« to the exifting Government' of France, declaring that, it ought 

C to be conltdered as any obftafcle to a negotiation; it by no means 
ever implied any direct obligation to negociate, unlefs on fuch 
‘terras as would be honourable in this country to propofc or accept. 
[The difference between the .two motions was, that this plainly af- 
jWttd that the a&ual fituations of die governments of this country 
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and of France ought not to preclude a negotiation for a peace: Iqfc, 
perfc&ly agreed with that propofition, and thought that it well de* 
ferved the attention of His Majefty’s Minifttrs. It did not bond, 
them to negociate contrary to the intcrcfts of the country, nor 
any means took away thq^ advantages they might expe& to gain by 
the moft vigorous exertions the country could make at the prefect 
juncture. As to the rifks which it had been fuppofcd might he run* 
by an attempt to negociate, he mull obferve, that an argument of 
thatf'nature was equally conclufive againft negociating at any period* 
and with any people; tor no negotiation could exclude thcpolfibility 
of riik, and no form of gournment exifted in which as much n^ht 
not be apprehended. It had been aiked whether the Houfe would 
have treated with Louis XIV. if he were in the fame circumftanct* 
as the French Republic now was ? He, for one, had no hefitation 
in declaring he would not; but he ncvcrthclefs confidered the Re¬ 
public in a far Hiflcicnt light, and had as little hefitation in doctoring 
he would treat with them. So little was he convinced by what hod 
been faid againft tl.o profpttfl of a j c’-mancnt peace with the Republic, 
that he even wi nt f «rther than the noble Duke, and was ready to 
ticat with die bicnch to-morrow. It had been obje&cd, tiiat the 
prefent rulers of hiaiue were not likely to remain permanently in 
their lituations, and then fore it w o aid bo unfafe to treat with them ; 
if, however, tlv* ohjedion went to the defeription of men, it would 
exclude all probability ot ncgociation at any period, bccaufeat all 
times objedions might be made to the perfons who had the fway in 
any nation whatever. It was a haughty declaration to' the French, 
that wc would condefcend at fome period or other to open a ncgo¬ 
ciation with them; but at prefent we had too mean an opinion of 
them to condciccnd fo far. Hi: wifhed to know, if the Government 
of France were not permanent, whence proceeded thofc great and 
amazing exertions that had been witnefted for fo long a time. It 
might be faid, that the people at large fubmitted; it mattered little 
to him whence it proceeded; but could any thing more be expe&ed 
fiom the beft regulated government, than that the people (Hould 
iubmit to the hardlhips neccflary to enable the Government to m?dcc 
fuch aftonilhing exertions r How long the people would fubmit to 
fuch hardfitips, he could not tell; but he perfcdly agreed with die 
noble Mover, that even if the overture on our part were declined, 
it would be produftive of the moft beneficial effe&s; thy confc- 
qucnces would be vigour and unanimity in this country—fccblenefs 
and.difcord in France. A miftake had been made by one npb)e 
Lord in the debate, with rcfpedl to Holland i. it wa§ not true that 
any armiftice had been agreed on, and therefore all the cpnclufiohs 
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i|Mk to tte treatment of Holland, from that fuppofition/ 

Wfoe not well founded. He could not fee the lea# mifchief arifing 
from the motion; it did not tend, as had been (bppofed, to cramp 
oltr exertions for our. army, nor to defeat our energy in the naval 
department: nor could he believe that with all the love of glory/ 
all the affection for their country, by which the people of England 
Were more peculiarly chara&erifed, the patriotifm and energy of the 
Country would be at all diminifhed by knowing that they were fight- 
not for extermination and maflacre, but in defence of their 
Country and their liberty. Though he had not die hope that he 
Ihould have the honour of voting with the majority to-night, he 
Ihould certainly vote for the motion of the noble Duke. 

L old HAWKESBURY faid, he had only obferved, that the 
Dutch attempted to negotiate, and propofed an armiftice, which did 
not lave them from invafion. 

*1116 Earl of CARLISLE exprefltd his furprife, that any noble 
Lord ihould refer to newfpaper reports of proceedings in Parliament, 
which were never correti. He thought it was whimfical enough, 
that an overture for peace ihould be confidered as beneficial, whe¬ 
ther accepted or rejetied; as he, however, could not believe that 
affection, but confidered the motion as tending to fow the feeds of 
dafpalr in the nation, he fhould vote for the previous queftion. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that his noble friend had 
been accufed of want of refped to their Lordihips, in bringing on 
tike prefent motion after the rejection of (he former one on the fame 
fifbjea. Their Lordihips would, he thought, acquit his noble 
friend and himfelf of any want of refped. As to the irritation 
which it had been alledged this difeuflion would produce on the 
minds of the people, if it was meant by that, that it was calculated 
to irritate them againft the government of the country, there was 
no ground for the aflertion; but if it were meant that it would rouze 
the people'from their prefent Infatuation to a proper fenfc of the 
fttte in which they were, he confidered it as highly meritorious, for 
iOtt) a fttore dangerous and fatal fecurity the people of this country 
Wife never lulled; few of them, indeed, feemed awake to the hor¬ 
ror* of the fituation-in which they were involved by the mifeondudt 
of Mfniftars, and meritorious he muft confider it to open their eyes. 
t bfe motion he confidered as mace peculiarly neceflaiy, after the 
jMMlril&fit which had been made on the late motion : the words in 
fogl amendment, which Bated France not to be capable of obferving 
ffafr tjfual relations of peace and amity, were of a very dangerous ten- 
tjfency. Ho form of government was incapable of obferving the 
ffflff l rchktioo* of peace and amity; and if they merely related to the 
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individuals at the head of affairs, it was contrary to the pra&cenf 
all States. Never was there a period in which one State had «*- 
fined to negociate with another, becaufe the Governors wens wash 
pr wicked. The .expreflions ufed were epithets of anarchy, ada| 
went the dangerous lcng$ of declaring, that the people of Franca 
were now in that deplorable date. If it was fuppofed that the is* 
dividuals who fucceeded to power in that country, would a& in coQr 
tradidlion to their predeceiTors, 'why, if Briffot and the G^ondtSi 
wcrenhe authors of the war, did not Robefpierre endeavour to redoit 
peace ? or, if’he was a favourer of war, did it not follow from thf 
principle, that now modcratifm was eftablifhed, the rulers of France 
mud be inclined to peace ? With refpedfc to die bad treatment die 
Dutch had been fuppofed to experience, and the reqmfidon of cer¬ 
tain articles from that nation, would any one fay, that the Frenefe 
were the only people who would exadfc an indemnity for what they 
had fuffered bv the war ? The Miniders of Great Britain, a twelve* 
month ago, when they fpoke a little plainer Englifh, and did not 
deal in equivocating language fo much as at prefent, held out theiy 
objedt to be, indemnity for the pad, and fecurity for the future. 
Did any one imagine that, when they in their pride pf fuccefs, after 
taking Valenciennes and Conde, and while they talked of maicV 
ing to Paris, would have been contented with a requidtion of pm» 
viiions and cloathing i Did not every one know that their indemnity 
was conddered as of a much larger amount? To fuppofe that our 
exertions could have laved Holland, was as abfurd as to imagine 
that we had intcrcd with the eternal'ruler of the univerfe, to have 
prevented the fevere food which had taken place in that country, 
f f he had dated lad year, as was now found to be the calls, that the 
French would not widi to make Holland a department, and that 
they would leave the Dutch the choice of their own magidrates, he 
fliould have been laughed at; nay, Miniders then thought that die 
French, if ever they got to Amderdam, would end the guillotine, 
and facrifice thoufands to their lawlefs ambition. He foould dread 
as much as any man, an invalion of this country, becaufe info nejr 
and trying a fituation, the people would be incapabfe of making fueft 
exertions as thofe who had been more expofed to fuch a calamity ; 
he therefore hoped Miniders would ceafe their mad career beford fuch 
a dreadful event would be likely to take place. The motion he by 
no rqeans thought likely to deprefs the fpirits of the people; on the 
contrary, he was one of thofe who expe&ed the bed effe&s from ^ 
as the refufal would tend to throw the blame of the conteft on the 
Government of France. Let their Lordfhips call to mind die lan¬ 
guage hd4 with refpe$ to Aotcrica, when it was laid that these 
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GovernnSent with yrhlchwc could negociate. A noble Earl 
^6bir!ifle) Hd been in America, as a Commiffioner, a fituation in 
ft dras more particularly his duty to inquire into the date of 
Government, and yet the noble Eairl would have been under 
'ftfoimall difficulty, if required, on his return, to give a particular 
deferijition of the American Government, {low unreafonable then 
antittocaH upon any man who propofed negotiating with France 
fbra particular defeription of the French Government ? With Arne- 
ife* wd had negociated before flic had even pretended to fettle her 
of Government; and America we had found capable of 
maintaining the accufromed relations of peace' and amity. The 
mgpurient of Mlniftcrs, that wc (hould degrade ourfetves by (hew- 
: Inga' difpofition to negociate in die hour of misfortune, was one 
that would be daily ftrengthened by their conduct; for while thev 
fBuA as they had done hitherto, nothing but misfortune was to be 
<€Xpe£ted. 

- ’ The Earl of CARLISLE faid, that while the great character 
T ll9w at the head of* the affairs of America directed her councils, 
there was norcafon to fear that peace, fo advantageous to that coun- 
«*T and tb this, would not be maintained. When he returned from 

- 'America he (hould not have propo cd negotiation, unlefs perfuaded 

- that there was a government confident with religion, morality, and 
fbtial order. 

Lord BORINGDON rpfe in explanation, and allured the 
«pable Earl (Lauderdale) that he had mi (conceived his meaning, if 
ltd thought he had accufed the* mover of the queftion of any rnten- 
<don of irritating the Public, or being difrefpeclful to the Houfe. 
He faid, .no man could deprecate more than he did the idea of af- 
'ftring particular motives to the public conduct of any one, ami he 
could aflfure the noble Lord, with great truth, that he gave him 
Cray poffible j credit for good motives and patriotic intentions. 

Earl SPENCER felt himfelf called upon by fome infinuations 
whfch had been thrown out upon the motives which actuated His 
a Majefty’s ministers in the profccution of the war, to fay a few 
words. . It had been dated, that the mini (ter had an intereft to 
Carty on the \far; nay, it had been even dated that the war was 
be maimed on to eternity. What intered the miniders of this 
> COimtty could have in wiihing for war he could not conceive ; it 
, iras a date in which no country (hould involve itfclf, except uponr 
lad extremity. With refpeft to the motion made by the noble 
? f)uke, he could not affent to it, becaufe it could not, in his opinion, 
"be attended-with any beneficial confequenCes; on the contrary, it 
Vfould have the efie^ which he had upon a former occafion men- 
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tioncd, viz. that of encouraging the enemy. An idest had Ml* 
moft induftrioufly circulated, that it was the intention of Minifters' 
never to make peace until a MonarchUl form of Government wit 
cftablifiled in France: this unfounded opinion had been entirely Mi 
away by the amendment, propofed on the laft debate upon this fob- 
je<St by the Secretaiy of State, and thertfore he fliould give hit vote 
for the previous queftiun. Much reliance had been placed upon the 
argument that, if France refilled our ovcrtuics, it would effectually 
unife the people of tliis country.—Whatever difference of opinion 
might prevail about politico, theie was one point m which he hoped 
all the people of England were firmly united, viz. to Hand or fall 
together in defence of their country. It appeared to him, therefore* 
by no means neccflary that we fhould give to France an opportunity 
of treating our propofals with infult. 

Lord SCARBOROUGH fupported the previous queftion. * * 

Lord STANHOPE faid, their Lordfhlps might perhaps confi- 
der his appearance as a fort of Bow-ftrcet bufinefs, or as the appa¬ 
rition of a departed Sans Cuiottc. They might remember, that 
Lord Cheftcrfield faid there were three forts of vifits, without any 
appropriate term *: a fhort one he called a vis, a moderate one a vtfit, 
and a long one a vijitation: he had come to make their Lordfhips a 
vis; and the lcimed prelates need not fear a vifitation from him* 
He was not come to debate on the queftion, bccaufe it did not go 
fai enough for him—Here the noble Eail was called to order by 

The Duke of BEDFORD, who fubmitted to their Lordfhips 
whether it was proper that any noble Lord fhould be allowed to pro¬ 
ceed, who exprefsly avowed that he did not mean to fay a word to 
the queftion. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, his purpofc in riling was to introduce 
a motion, which he meant to make on another fubjeCt, when he was 
again called to order by 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE, who fupported the Duke of 
Bedford’s opinion on the point of order, and more particularly the 
irregularity, contrary to every cuftom of that Iioufe, of introducing 
any motion without a previous notice. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR followed the ttiro noble Lords 
in the fame opinion, and thought it highly diforderly for any noble 
Lord to begin his fpecch, by faying that he did not mean to fpeak 
to the queftion. 

Earl STANHOPE laid, then he would meet all their objections 


* Vide a letter fumiihed by that nobleman to a periodical paper, en¬ 
titled “ The Woild,” conducted by Mr. Moors and his literary friends. 
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fafrijptidcing to the queRion, which he had a light to do, and there* 
fqre*hc muft- fay that he disapproved of the motion, bccaufe it did 
iMt go the length of declaring that we had no right to interfere with 
th# Government of France. He faid he held in his hand a petition, 
Which Rated circumftances that he thought amounted to an infraction 
of a treaty between Sir Charles Grey and the French, for fending 
priioners that had been exchanged to their own country, inftead of 
which they were brought to England, and now imprifoned in Por- 
Chcftcr cattle; this was the fubjeCt upon which he intended to make 

hSa'motion. 

The Duke of MONTROSE again called him to order, and 
Rated what the regular mode of proceeding was; in which the Houfe, 
after a few words from the Earl of Carlifle and the Lord Chancellor, 
feemed to agree, when Rrangcrs were ordered to withdraw, and were 
Hot re-admitted. 

We underttand that the point of order being fettled. 

The Duke of BEDFORD made a very able reply to the argu¬ 
ments ufed againtt his motion. 

The Houfe divided on the previous quettion. 

Contents 7 5 ; Not contents 12.—»Majority 63. 

After the firft diviiion, we underttood tlut Earl Stanhope pro¬ 
faned a petition to the Houfe from certain Frenchmen confined in 
Jtadhctter prifon; which petition Rated, iR, That they were de¬ 
tuned there contrary to the gpod faith of nations, inafmuch as they 
lad been promifed by the proclamation of-Sir Charles Grey, and of 
Sir John Jervis, that they were to be earned to France. 2dly, That 
fame Frenchmen in that prifon had actually died from cold and fa¬ 
mine. Earl Stanhope moved that the petition fhould lie upon the 
table. On a divifion there appeared 

4 Aggtnft that motion 42; For it 5. Motion negatived by a 
majority of 37. 

PROTEST. 

Beesufe We conceive the repeated declarations made in the name of the 
King, aid the refalutions come to by this Houfe, aie, as they now 
f&tpa, an efc&ual bar to all negotiation with the prefent Government 
of France, which can alone be removed by a refolution of a fimilar na¬ 
ture ts that avoide<M>y the previous queftion, and which is become the 
npre neceflary, from the declaration of His Majefty’s Minilters in de» 
That the Government of France is of fuch a character, as to pre- 

»Cr 


on 


tbs poffibility of treating, fo long as they ihall continue to a 
thelrbfe&nt principles-r A declaration which we conceive to convey little 
lift chan a determination to carry on the war upoh fuch principles, that 
fleSn alone be terminated by the defiruCtion of one or both the nations. 

BEDFORD. 

LAUDERDALE. 

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE* 

GUILFORD, 
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Friday, \yh February.' 

The Royal aflent was given by commiflion to the bill ibr probir 
biting the export and encouraging the import of grain into, this king¬ 
dom, duty free, and to four other bills of a private nature. < 

The Commiftioners were the Lord Chancellor, thp Atcbbtfhop 
of Canterbury, and the Duke of Portland. 

Monday , 16tb February . 

'No debate. Adjourned till Thurfday. 

Friday , loth February , till Tuefday, 24 th Feintary inclujive 9 

No debate. Adjourned til! 

Thurfday , 2 6 th February. 

The order of the day being read for taking the Report of the 
Lords Committee, appointed to infped the journals, as to the mode 
of giving judgement on trials for high crimes and mifdcmea^ife 
into confederation, 

LordTHURLOW rofe, and obferved that on an attentive con¬ 
federation of the various precedents reported to their Lordihips, it 
did not appear that any one of them came near the cafe now under 
their deliberation. Tire one that bore any thing like a refemblanco 
to it, was the cafe of Lord -Middlefcx, who was impeached on a 
variety of articles, fome of which contained different allegations. 
The impeachment of Mr. Haftings was in many poipts djflinft 
from every other cafe that had been brought before a court of jqf- 
tice in Great Britain. The number of articles preferred yew 
twenty, each containing a great variety of different allegations. The' 
Commons had given no evidence upon fourteen of the articles, and 
upon very inconiiderable parts of three more. So that, tp fpeaf: 
more accurately, it might be faid, that on four-fifths of the articles 
tile Commons had given no evidence at all. It appeared, there¬ 
fore, but an aft of juftice to the Defendant, to acquit him, in the 
firft inflance, of four-fifths of the matter Hated in the articles. Am 
to the articles on which the Commons had given evidence, it ap¬ 
peared to him to be impoflible, either in juftice to the CoiUfMP 
or to the defendant, to put one queftion only on each article, which 
had been the general practice; bccaufe each article coipfxtiM fi> 
many criminal fa&s, that, if there was any difference of opinion 
amongft their Lordfhips, it would be neceffary to put a fepaoflt 
queftion upon each allegation. What he fhould propdc, therefore^ 
for the prdent, would be, that the Houfc fhould rcfolve itfdf inn* 



M.' j'iiuilifififiAit a. tn\ r 

a'Q&ritiiittee of the wjiole Houfe, wherethe matter might be fully 
difcuffed, and w&erc every Lord would have an opportunity of de¬ 
livering his fentimertts on every point, in the fulled; manner. 

. '^The LORD CHANCELLOR concurred entirely in opinion 
with Lord Thurlow on the motion. 

’ The report was therefore referred to a Committee of the whale 
Houiie. 

On being afleed by the Lord Chancellor, what day he would pro- 
pofe to proceed, 

' w Lord THURLOW faid, he was ready at any time, having 
jgojnc.through the whole of the evidence w ith all the care and attend 
tionof which he was capable; but, as feme noble Lords wifhed a 
farther time ro refrelh their memories, he propofed to proceed oi> 

the following Monday. Which was agreed to; 

/ • - * 

Friday t • 2"]th February. 

” ‘TiOrd ARDEN brought up from the Commons the County* 
Landmen bill, which was read a firft time, and ordered tq 
he dead a fceond time. Adjourned. 

Saturday, zStk February. 

The County-Quota bill was read a fceond time, and committed 
for'T uefday. 

. ^ Monday , 2 d March. 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee on the im- 
ptatchmeht of Warren Haftings, Efq., 

* Lord THURLOW rofc to open the mode of proceeding. He 
explained at very conliderable length his idea of the nature of the 
jftefent trial. His LorcUhip complained much of the loofenefs and 
Inaccuracy with which the articles were drawn, containing many 
aflertions which were either palpably falfe, or grofsly abfurd, arid 
Which a very moderate application to the documents, of which thofe 
' Who imported the profecution were in poflefiion, would have con- 
Priced them could not be fubftantiated. He was very far from 
• Wishing to throwmn imputation on the Managers for thefe inaccu- 
•UW/^and ftiU lefs on'the Houfe of Commons, who could not 
^ffeW be fu^pofed to look at the minutiae of fuch extend ve articles, 
dbdl^ilhending in them all the important tranfaftions of a great em* 
; ||b-for the fpace of thirteen years. The zeal of the agents who 
"vKftr the articles, had certainly outrun their' diferetion. The im- 
jfcachmferif, however* might now be faid to reft upon four points*-* 
fcrea& of' frith, oppreffion, and injuftke, as in the two articles of 
. ‘ 5 
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£heyt Sing and the Begum; aorruption, as fit the article of the pret 
fonts ; and a wanton wafte of the public money for private purpofes, 
as in the conttads. In coniidering the two firft points, he con¬ 
ceived it would become their Lordfhips to refled on the iituation fit 
which Mr. Haftings was placed. Pofleffed of abfolute power, thfo 
queftion would be, had he exerted that power for the public good, 
or had he on any occafion been aduated by bafe or malicious mtf- 
tives ? If in the enfe of Cheyt Sing and the Begums, their Lord- 
Ihipstihould be of opinion that he was neither malicious nor corrupt 
the charges naturally fell to the ground. It was the duty of Mr# 
Haftings to preferve the empire committed to his- care, and in pur- 
fuit of that important objed to adopt the meafures beft adapted to a&» 
tain his end. 

Lord Thurlow faid, that the preamble to the’articles was mate¬ 
rially defective. It charged Mr. Haftings as the author, and fixed 
upon him the foie refponfibility of all the ads recited in die twenty 
articles. The preamble contained a falfe ftatement of his fittiatfon,' 
for the purpofe of fixing refponfibility upon him, for ads in foflie- 
inftanccs done by others; in fome iriftanccs in which others partici¬ 
pated : but as Mr. Haftings was the only perfon impeached, the; 
preamble fuppofed him to poflefs the foie power in Bengal. Ydt 
from 1772 tp 1774, he was the Prefident of a Council of thir¬ 
teen ; from 1774 to 1776, he was Prefident of a Council of five, 
and invariably in a minority. From 1776 to the time of his de¬ 
parture in 17 8 5, he fometimes pofleffed that power which his caft-‘ 
ing vote in Council gave him, and, on many important public oc- • 
cafions, was over-ruled by’ a majority. By a precedent at that 
time on the table, it appeared that the Houfe, in the cafe of the 
Earl of Suffolk, had difchaiged feverai articles of his impeachment,, 
becaufe other Lords of the Council who were concerned with him if) 
the matter contained in the articles, were not impeached. .Hit. 
Lordfhip again defired to be underftood as laying no blame upon the 
Houfe of Commons for preferring articles, comprifing a fpaec of 
thirteen years, and including in them every ad of importance done 
during that period in Bengal, civil, military, political, and finatt- 
cial. He could not, however, avoid exprefiing his fullcft convic¬ 
tion, that if in the laft Parliament the Commons had fcparatdy 
conlidered the articles, they could not, under any pofiible circum? 
fiances, have been fent, in their prefent fhape at leaft, to their 
Lordfhips’ Court. 

As to the mode of proceeding, it occurred to his Lordfhip, that 
the only way to do juftice both to the Public and the defendant* 
would be to take up the allegations in th$ articles one by one, if any 
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J^f^rence of opinion (hould ciift. For jnftance, if their Lordihips 
mere of opinion that the Common* had not made good any part of 
flhe Benares article* then a (ingle queftion might decide it; but if 
#ny noble Lord thought that Come allegations were made out* and 
^Dtfiers not* it would be neccftary to put a vote upon each, fince, in 
point of fadl, them were fo many adts'dated to be criminal, that 
the Benares charge did in truth contain a great number of articles, 
on each of which, if a difference of opinion exifted, they muft come 
(to a feparate vote. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR concurred generally in what had 
fallen from the noble and learned Lord, but could not go quite fo 
far as to fay that Mr. Haftings would be juftjfted in any grofs abufe 
of the arbitrary power which he poiTelfed, even though it (hould be 
gsade clear that he was actuated neither by corrupt nor by malicious 
snatives. Mr. Haftings had great powtr lodged in his hands un¬ 
doubtedly. He was rcfponfiblc to his country for a proper ufe of 
that power ; and however pure his intentions might have been, if 
he violated every principle of morality and juftice, he (hould not 
think that any public exigency ought to be pleaded as ajuftification, 
Jffis Lordftiip fully concurred with Lord Thurlowin opinion, as tp 
the loofenefs and carelciTncfs with which the articles were drawn, 
and the great length to which they fan. He alfo conceived that the 
Mode propofed to be adopted by the noble and learned Lord was the 
jpoft proper, as a proceeding of this great importance could not be 
•OO deliberately confidered; and when their Lordihips had gone 
through the whole in die Committee, there would be an opportu¬ 
nity to re-confider it upon the report. 

Lord THURLOW (aid, that as their Lordihips fecired to be 
unanimoufty agreed to proceed punt by point, he would begin with 
tfye Benares chaigc: and here he conceived no queftion could pof- 

* fibly arife until they came to the demand made by the Bengal Go¬ 
vernment for a war fublui) in the year 1778. This demand, the 
Commons aftert, though made apparently on public grounds, was 
in fy£t made to fatisfy the preconceived malice of Mr. Haftings* and 
•was part of a regular plan laid down by Mr. Haftings to efted the 
total ruin of Chcyt Sing. Their Lordihips therefore muft examine 
{he Queftion of right, and they muft look, which he confefted he 
had in.vain, for the evidence to fubftantiate the charge of malice. 
£f them was no proof of malice, the chaxge fell to the ground, unleft 
the alts done by Mr. Haftings were of fuch a nature as to carry 

* along with them ample proofs of the malicious motives in which 
they originated. In reviewing this fubjedt, he faw die rooft perfect 
copfiftency in Mr. Hafting&’s conduct throughout. 
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He began by declaring hfa perfefi conviftionof the right of the 
the Company to demand military aid. He appealed to the written 
inftruments which had been executed on the transfer ofthe fove- 
rcignty of Benares to die Englifh, to prove that we had not given 
up the right, and he properly refented the Rajah's difobedience;—- 
Mr. Francis, profefling to entertain doubts as to the right, always 
concurred with Mr. Haftings in making the demands, but drew 
back in the years 1778 and 1779, on the Rajah’s delays in com* 
plying with thofe demands. In 1780, indeed, he fully concurred 
with Mr. Haflings. His Lordlhip obferved, that he ihould have 
occafion to recur to Come paflages in the written evidence, and there-*' 
fore he would propofe to defer their deciiion unto the following 
.day. 

After a few words from Lord MOIRA and Lord CAERNAR*. 
VON, on the nature of Zemindary tenures, the Committee report* 
•d progrefs, and were appointed to meet the following day. 


Tuefdaj , 3d March. 


The Houfe ifcfolved itfclf into a Committee upon Hie bill to com¬ 
pel each parifh in the kingdom to provide men for the fervice of 
the navy. Lord Walfingham in the chair. 

Earl SPENCER took a flight review of the principle of the bill* 
which he faid, he hoped, would not be objected to, becaufe it 
adopted a mode hitherto unattempted: the exifling circumftance* 
of the times required every effort to be made for the fervice of the 
navy ; and it would be found that every poflible exertion was mak¬ 
ing by His Majefty’s Minifters. In the years 1792 and 1793# 
more men had been railed than ever had been done before in the' 
fame period, yet more were (fill wanting; and this method had' 
'been thought the moft advifcable to procure them, as being neither* 
injurious nor oppreflive to the fubjeft. 

The Marquis of BUCKINGHAM rofe in oppofition to the* 
bill, and contended, that it was both oppreflive, and in the prefent 
moment unneceflary. In all the times when this country was in 
the greateft danger by threatened invafions, there was but one in-' 
ftancc wherein the ufual practice of railing men had been deviated 
from; and which practice, it might almoft be faid, by cuflom» 
had become conftitutional, at leafk it Was generally underflood thstfc 1 
His Majefly had the power, and if the power, the duty, for thete 
was no power which had not a duty attached to it, to command the 
fervice of every man in this country, When thofe fervices were 
wanting. To the maritime towns, it was that Government had- 
looked for men, and there they had found them without referring; 
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ip the interior of the country. He might be told there was no dif¬ 
ference whether we took men from one part or the other} but in 
bis opinion, there was a material one; for putting men on board of 
fhips from the coading towns was little or no hardship, for they 
were ufed to the fca, and their families were accudomed to therr 
braving its dangers ; but it was not fo with thofe in the interior 3 
and indeed he was afraid, much as he difliked to ufe die phrafe, 
that it would be confidercd as a date of requifition. His Lordfhip 
begged to be underdoed as not obje&ing to it from a wifh to wcakcni 
die hands of Government; he knew they had an arduous talk to 
Combat, and that they required every degree of drength that could 
be given them ; his objection to this meafure was, that it would 
more weaken than drengthen them, and he would he forry to fee it 
adopted, when, by the papers that were laid on the tabic, it ap¬ 
peared there were no lefs than 43,000 failors, men and boys, who 
at this moment had protections. Was it not, therefore, extremely 
injudicious to create ill blood throughout the kingdom, by raidng 
the paltry number of nine or ten thoufand landmen, when fuch an 
immediate fupply of better men was in their power ? Having dwelt 
for fome time on the bill in this point of view, he proceeded to con- 
fider it as a tax bill, ih which, as well as in the fupply of men, he 
•contended the proportion was unfairly drawn, whether calculated 
from population or wealth; for indance, Yorkfhirc, under this 
bill, would have to fupply one-ninth part; and who could fay that 
was not beyond her proportion in both thefe points ? The cxpenccs 
attending the forms appointed, he thought particularly hard ; he 
had made an edimate of what would be the fum in the county in 
which he lived jBuekinghamfhire), and found it would amount to 
no lefs than 900I. His Lordfhip next reverted to the wording of 
feveral. claufes; fome of which, he infided, mud be altered, to 
lender it clear and explicit; and having pointed thofe out, he con- 
' eluded, by declaring he fhould move amendments as the claufes 
were read. 

Earl SPENCER, in reply, exprefled his furprife that the prin¬ 
ciple of .the bill fhould be debated at the time of going into the 
Committee; and therefore truded the Houfe would go through the 
claufes, and debate its principle, when that would be more regu¬ 
larly before them. He then entered into a general anfwer to the 
noble Marquis, in fupportof the meafure, and defended the word¬ 
ing of the claufes which had been objected to. 

.. The bill was then read claufe by claufe, and the Marquis of' 
BUCKINGHAM propofed feveral amendments, all of which were 
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negatived. The bill paffed the Committee, and was ordered to be 
reported. 

The Houfe having now refolved itfclf into a Committee on the 
impeachment of Warren Haftings, Efq.' the clerk proceeded to 
read from the evidence gfven on the profccution and defence,, the 
feveral letters and confultations that had a reference to the demands 
made in the years 1778, 1779, 1780, the demand of cavahy,' 
and«fome other points, which Lord Caernarvon defired. might be 
read. Froth the number of books which were to be referred to, the 
Managers having omitted material palTagcs neceffary to the clear 
underftanding of the fubjeft, which were to be made up by a refe¬ 
rence to the evidence given in defence; near three hours were em¬ 
ployed in reading evidence, when 

Lord THURLOW rofe and laid, he was exceedingly forry in¬ 
deed that he had undefignedly been the caufe of fo much of their 
Lordlhips’ time having been confumed, and fo little to their edifi¬ 
cation. If he had not believed that lefs than half an hour would ' 
have anfwered for all he wanted, he would have trailed to his own 
notes, which he now found were perfectly accurate. All he cou|d 
allure their Lordlhips was, that he would not bring them into fuch 
a dilemma again. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON defired it might be understood, 
that he had not propofed the reading of evidence; but finding the 
clerk employed, he had defired him to read feme additional paf- 
fages, which in his view of the fubjedt appeared to be material. 

Lord THURLOW faid, he took the whole blame to himfclf, 
and would avoid fuch an error in future. He allured their Lord- 
fliips, that when they met-again, he would do what he was con¬ 
fident every oilier Noble Lord would do alfo: he would refer to 
every tittle of evidence that applied to the article before their Lord¬ 
lhips ; but if by any chance he miffed any point, which if he did, 
it muff be by mere accident, for he had attentively read and cooli- 
dered the whole, any noble Lord would fupply the defect of his 
memory, by referring to the evidence itfelf; and the fame rule 
would obtain with every other noble Lord. 

The Committee then adjourned to Thurfday the 5th of 
.March, * 

Wednefday , 4 tb,March. 

*■ ■ ' 

The County-Quota Landmen bib’ for the better n$nning. fhe T 
navy, was read a third time,^ and'paffed. ' v y 

Their Lordlhips were ord&pd ~to be fummoned to-morrow, to ' 
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take into confideration the mode of giving judgement in the cafe of 
Warren Haftings, Efq. 


■ ' Tburfday , 5/A March. 

The Houfe refolved itfclfinto a Committee to confider farther of 
the charges of the impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq. 
and after -a paufe of fome minutes. 

Lord MOIRA rofe, and faid, if no other noble Lord would 
condefccnd to begin the difeuflion of the day, he would take the 
liberty of opening it, not conceiving that the circumftance of his 
not having been able to attend the Committee before that day, pre¬ 
cluded him from giving his opinion on any part of the proceedings, 
as he had been preient pretty regularly on the days of trial in Weft- 
miiifter Hall. His Lordftiip faid, he would not make a motion, 
but would ftate two propofitions, leaving it to their Lordftiips to 
form any queftion out of them that they (liould think proper to fub- 
mit to a vote. 

His firft proportion, which for the fake of convenience he would 
put negatively, would be to this purport: 

“ That the Government of Bengal had no right to exadt a tri¬ 
bute from Chcyt Sing.” 

, ' If this queftion was decided affirmatively, it would put an end 
to farther difeuflion; if it were negatived, he would then ftate as a 
propofltion naturally refulting from the negative of the former, 

“ That the Government of Bengal had regularly excrcifcd their 
right of fovereignty in cxadling tribute from Chcyt Sing.” 

Lord MOIRA faid, that he certainly intended to vote againft his 
own motion^ becaufc he was perfcdtly convinced that the Bengal 
Government had a right to demand military aid from Cheyt Sing, 
in time of war, and that Mr. Haftings would have ncgledled his 
duty if he had not demanded it. He was equally convinced, that 
1 remaking the ieveral demands, Mr. Haftings was not adluated by 
malice, but by a lenfc of public duty. He was not fo fixed in his 
opinion as to the mode of proceeding, as not to be perfectly wil¬ 
ling to adopt any other motion that might be made, which would 
equally conduce to bring the merits of the cafe into difeuflion. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON obferved, that previous to any 
difeuflion of the mode of proceeding into the examination of the 
various allegations, he conceived it would well become the dignity 
and the honour of their Lordihips, to fettle what Lords had, and 
*.what noble Lords had not a right to vote. He faw new faces in 
the Committee every dayj but it would be to the eternal difgrace of 
tfair Lordrtiips, if Lords who 4 ia<Pnot attended fhould ultimately 
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vote in Wcftminfter Hall. His Lordfliip obje&ed to the motions 
of Lord Moira, and preferred the mode of taking the criminal alle¬ 
gations feparately. 

The Earl of MOIRA faid in reply, that he was fure the noble 
Earl did not allude to him as amongd the Lords who had not at¬ 
tended ; for except to fomc part of the reply in the lad year, he had 
attended the trial very regularly. On this article, however, his 
Lortlfhip faid, the evidence brought by the pmfccution had fo com¬ 
pletely acquitted Mr. Hadings of all degree of blame, and had fo 
cdabl idled his merits, that he for one would have been ready to ac¬ 
quit Mr. Mailings, had he not heard one word in his defence. As 
to his motions, their Lordlhips would rccollcdl he had not made 
them, but merely dated them as propofitions. He was ready to 
withdraw them, and to give way to any noble Lord who might 
propofe any other method of arguing and difeufling the merits of 
the cafe. 

The Earl of COVENTRY faid, that though perfc&ly agreeing 
with the noble Earl, that it would be in the highed degree indecent 
for Lords to vote who had not attended, he knew not how they could 
draw the line. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD expreffed the fame fentiments. 
To himfelf the obfervation of the noble Earl could not apply, for 
it had happened, by mod extraordinary good fortune, as he might 
call it, that in a trial which had laded (even years, he had not been 
abfent more than feven hours. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE firongly contended that it was 
the right of every noble Lord, even thofe created in the prefent fef- ’ 
lion, to vote if they pleafed, bccaufe they had not the power to 
draw the line, nor to abridge the privileges of any one of their Lord- 
ihips. But when he admitted the right, he would add, God for¬ 
bid that in a finglc indance he (hould fee the right excrcifcd. In-* 
deed there was no danger. He congratulated their Lordlhips on . 
the grave, folemn, and judicial manner in which they were proceed¬ 
ing. It was highly to the credit of Government that nothing like 
party or influence appeared. A trial which had laded feven years,. 
and had attracted the attention and the wonder of the worlds would 
now be determined by the fixed rules of law and judice. As to 
the Benares article, he had attended it during the profecution, and # 
was ready, like the noble Lord (Moira,) on that partial datemerit , 
of the cafe, to vote for the acquittal of Mr. Hadings, if he were to 
vote at all, which he certainly did not mean to do, having been 
•mod unwillingly compelled m> difeontinue his attendance by the 
date of his health, after the md two and twenty days of the trial. 

Z 2 



PARLIAMENTARY 


17.2- 


A. 1795. 


He had, however, read all the proceedings, and had certainly 
formed a clear and decided opinion upon tlic cafe. He (hould 
deem it his duty to attend the Committee, and to offer his fenti- 
ments from time to time if he thought it ncccffary. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON rofe again, and faid he was not 
convinced by any thing which had fallen from noble Lords, that 
the Houfe had not a right to determine what Lords (hould and 
(hould not vote: He claimed it in juftice to Mr. Haftings ; in juf- 
ticc to their Lordfliips, fome of whom might eventually at a future 
period be in his (ituation; and it appeared to him to be a mod 
monftrous idea, abhorrent to every principle of the law of England, 
that judges who had not heard, (liould determine a criminal 
caufe. 

Lord THURLOW rofc, and though perfectly concurring in 
fentiments with the nohle Karl, as lie believed every Lord prefent 
did, yet gave it as his opinion, that every Lord muft draw the line 
for himfelf; his own confeicnce and his own fenfe of honour muft 
determine how many days attendance entitled him to* vote. If 
their Lordfliips thought they might controul the Court, the mode 
muft be, to appoint a Committee, to examine what days the fevc- 
ral-Lords had attended, anil then to determine how many days at¬ 
tendance entitled a Lord to vote. I(is own (ituation for the firft 
five years of this tii.il, his Loidfliip laid, had made his attendance 
indifpcnfable. He certainly had (larltcnrd in his attendance the two 
laft years, and if on tli.it account he were to be excluded, it would 
favfr him a good deal of trouble; and had he earlier known of fuch 
a refolution, it would have faved him much more; fincc he had 
been tmplojuf diligently for fome months in going through an im- 
menfe quantity of rubbifh and trafti, in the midft of which was elif- 
perfed the very little evidence, which was of confequcncc in this 
caufe. .The. noble Lord who propofol the motions was willing not 
to make them; and he, for his part, was fo perfectly indifferent as 
to the mode in which the matter was difeuffed, that the different 
-manner in bringing it forward, was not, in his opinion, worth the 
. half hour that had been loft in debating it. For the fake, how’ever, 
of coming to fome point, he would move that “ the Bengal Go¬ 
vernment had a right to demand military aid from Cheyt Sing.” 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he had but one objedion 
to that motion, which was, that it did not go to the whole extent of 
the charge, and confcquently would prove nugatory; becaufc, fup- 
pdfing the right to be admitted and eftablifhed, it would (kill remain 
a queftion, whether that right had Jaeen rcaforubly, expediently, 
fuqd wifely exercifed. His Lordfhi ^detailed and reviewed all the 
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circumftanccs under which the fubfidy had been claimed and received 
in 1778 and 1779 ; and faid, he was ready to admit, that die 
Commons had not made good their charge in refpedi to thofe two 
years; with regard to them, therefore, Mr. Haftings muft ftand ac¬ 
quitted. But the conduct of the Governor General in relation to 
the tranfa&ions with Chcyt Sing, in the year 1780, appeared to 
him to Hand in a different point of view, and to call for other con- 
fidcriftions. To fay the lead of that conduct on the* part of Mr. 

I ladings, it merited a certain degree of blame; but how far it 
might rife up to a high crime and mifdcmeanor, would depend on 
other and future proceedings of the Governor General, that yet re¬ 
mained to be difeuifed. His Lordfhip explained the ground on 
which he retted this ohfervation, to be the fact of Mr. Haftings 
having, in the year 1780, received a prefent of two lacks of rupees, 
and having altogether fupprclRd that cireinnftance from his council, 
v hen they were about to make a farther claim of five lacks from 
Cheyt Sing, as the war fubiidy. 

Lord THU R LOW begged to know, what queftion they fbould 
agree to decide upon. Jle declared, he was perfectly indifferent 
a> to the form of the queftion, provided was clear and intelligible. 
He by no means v.ilhed that they Ihnultl ccme m any dccifion in the 
Committee, which wtuild • iiiier preclude or a heel the full cxercife 
of evevv noble Lord’s judgment, when, after repeated diieuffion of 
the charges, allegitien by allegation, thev llirmld arrive at the ftage 
of the bulincfs, when thev mould have to confider what fhould be 
the queftion to be put to each noble Loid in Weftii.in'lcr Hall. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR coincided with the noble Lord, 


and farther explained himiclf. 

Lord T 1 IURLOW replied very (liortly; and it was agreed to 
take a queftion on cadi fpeeific fadt ciiminally alledgcd in the 
charges, excepting only where they were fo blended as to conftitute 
collectively one head of charge. 

The Chairman of the Committee (Lord Walfingham) then read 
the queftion in the following form : “ That the. Commons had made 
good their charge in refpedt to the'tribute claimed and received from 
Cheyt Sing, the Raja of Benares, in 1778.” 

The Earl of RADNOR faid, he did not mean to detain the 
Committee from the quefiion : He rofe merely to fuggeft the infertion 
of a few words by way of amendment, viz. after tire word “ that,’* 
to infert the words, “ It be the queftion in Wcftminfter Hall, that—” 
His Lordfhip in an under tone of voice ftated the reafons which in¬ 
duced him to offer this amendment. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, he underftoodr that it was 
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on all hands agreed that any queftion put and decided upon in the 
Committee, with regard to particular fads and allegations in the 
■ charges, was not to interfere with or affed the queftion or queftions 
that were to be put ultimately to noble Lords in Wcftminfter Hall; 
that ultimate queftion was to remain untouched for the prefent and 
fully open to future free difeufiion, after the Committee had gone 
through all the parts of the various claufcs feparatcly. 

Lord THURLOW declared that to have been prccifcty his 
meaning. His Lordlhip fpoke of the great importance of the pro¬ 
ceeding, the refped due to the Commons who had fent up the im¬ 
peachment, and thence inferred the propriety of fubjeding the 
charges and the evidence, in part and in the whole, to frequent 
folemn and deliberate difeuffion. 

The Earl of RADNOR faid he muft ftill perfift to move his 
amendment. 

That queftion was then put, “ That the words of the amend¬ 
ment ftand part of the motion,” when the Chairman declared the 
j Wot-contents had it. 

The queftion was then put on the original motion, and the N'J- 
eontents carried it netnine dijjaiticnte. 

The Committee adjourned to the next day. 

Friday, 6 th March. 

Their Lordlhips having refolved thcmfclvcs into a Committee of 
the. whole Houfe, proceeded to the farther confideration of the 
charges preferred by the Commons, as contlituting the articles of 
Impeachment againft Mr. Ilaftings, the evidence adduced in fup- 
port of the charges, and the proceedings on the trial. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR opened the di(bullion of the 
day by a maftcrly difplay of all the facts relative to that part of the 
firft article of charge which related to the conduct of Mr. Haftings, 
in refpedt to his having taken two lacks of rupees as a perfonal prefent 
to himfelf from Cheyt Sing, in the year 1780, and in the fame 
year demanded a tribute of five lacks, together with the demand of 
the cavalry, and all the fubfequent tranfadtions, including the cor- 
rcfpondence between Cheyt Sing and the Governor General, the 
proceeding to arreft Cheyt Sing, and the eonfcqucnecs that follow cd. 
His Lordlhip compared the evidence with the facts, as he argued 
upon each, and declared he refted upon no fad! which had not, in 
his opinion, been either fully cltablifhcd by written or parole evi¬ 
dence, or admitted by Mr. Haftings himfelf in his defence, deli¬ 
vered in by him to the Houfe of Commons. He read the feveral 
fetjiers in queftion, treated fully of the negociation with Mr. Haf*- 
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tings at Calcutta, carried on through the medium of the Raja’s 
Buxcy, in order to get the war fubfidy remitted; and after.having 
minutely detailed every circumftancc of that part of the Benares 
chaigc which referred t^ the before-mentioned events, and con¬ 
tending that colledively they clearly and undeniably conveyed much 
imputation of blame on the Governor General, his Lordfhip ad¬ 
verted to two other material points, which muft neceffarily weigh 
considerably with their Lordfhips in preparing and making up their 
minds to the general judgment that would ultimately come to be 
conlidercd, viz. the motives that influenced Mr. Haflings, and the 
principles of Government on which he avowedly aded in the courfc 
of that conduct which it had been his bufinefs that day to review. 

A man’s motives, his Lordfhip faid, was the laft matter for 
him to inquire into, or to decide upon, becaufe in general they 
were infcrutablc, being known only to himfelf and to the Almighty; 
but when a man, fo far from attempting to conceal or diflemble 
his. motives, afligned them himfelf, and declared openly that thofe 
were the motives on which he profeffed to ad, and did adually 
proceed, it was impoflible not to believe him, and not only fair 
and warrantable, but neccffary, to conflder and to treat them as 
the motives of his conduct. Mr. Haflings had declared in his de¬ 
fence given in to the Commons, and it appeared in various parts of 
the evidence referring to the particular fubjed under confldcration, 
and to other charges, that he aded from motives of per fond rc- 
fentment to Chevt Sing, and meant to punifh him tor an affront 
to himfelf. With regard to the principles of government laid down 
by Mr. Haflings, it clearly was his principle to conflder himfelf as 
an abfolutc Sovereign, and to conceive that he had, as futh, a 
right to exad from tributary and dependent Princes, ail their grain, 
and all their revenues, in moments of danger and exigency to the 
exifling Government of the country. This was, his Lordihip faid, 
a moft abominable principle of Government, a principle that a 
Britifli Houfc of Parliament (hould never lirten to with patience; 
and yet it was evident that Mr. Haflings not only aded upon it, 
but recommended it to Lord Macartney, as a principle to be exer- 
cilcd by the Britifli Government in Madras, and in every part of 
India, during a war with Hyder Ally, or any powerful Prince in 
the country. Their Lordfhips might fatisfy thcmfelvcs upon this 
point, by turning to the evidence of Shiply, where they would And 
the letter from Mr. Haflings to Lord Macartney, to which he al¬ 
luded. In that letter he flrenuouily advifes the noble Lord to take 
all the Rajah of Tanjore’s g$un and treafure for the public fervice, 
leaving him in poffeflion only of a bare fubflflence during the war. 

1 
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Having expatiated on this point, and dated the difference between 
an abfolute Sovereign, and a Governor of a diftant territory be¬ 
longing to Great Britain; he expreifed himfelf happy in the rccol 
leCtion that every Minifter was refponfible for his conduCt to that 
Houfe, whether he aCted under the orders of His Majefty or thofc 
of the Ead-India Company; and viewing the four fcveral claufes in 
the light which he did, he conceived they amounted to that which 
the Commons had charged, a high crime and mifdemeanor.* He 
ihould therefore conclude by moving that the Commons had made 
good the firfl: article relative to the fubfidy of 1780; the demand 
of cavalry; and the injuftiee of Mr. Huttings, in fillely accufing 
Cheyt Sing of being unpun&ual in the payment of his kills ; and 
the arreft, lor the purpofe of fining him forty or fifty lack of rupees. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that Cheyt Sing’s letter to Mr. Haf- 
ting9 was a full and complete refutation of all the groundlefs charges 
which had been preferred ngainft him by Mr. Huttings ; that it was 
in ftyle, humble and fubmiflivc to a degree, that made it difgufting 
almoft to read; but Mr. Haflings had not fcrupled to fay, that the 
letter was oftenfive in ftyle, and unfatisfaCtory in fubftance. 

■ Lord THURLOW faid, he w'as foriy to find that the noble 
and learned Lord had departed from the rule, which he had con¬ 
ceived to have been agreed on, to proceed with the parts of the 
charges feparatcly, and to eoine to a queftion upon each one after 
the other. The noble and learned Lord had blended under one 
queftion, various parts of the fame charge, amounting collectively 
to the mod grofs part of the charge, and called for their Lordlhips 
decifion upon it, which might tend to puzzle the Committee, and 
confound their judgements. He proceeded minutely to detail the 
different tranfa&ions of the fubjcCt fele&td by the noble and learn¬ 
ed Lord, and to argue upon the manner and circumftances which 
characterized and ftocxl connected with each individually. He ex¬ 
plained the grounds of the offer of the two lack to Mr. Huttings as 
. a perfonal prefent, which was refufed in the firft inltancc; he then 
Hated the intervening circumftances that induced him to accept the 
-two lack afterwards, his conduCt thereupon, when he ordered it 
to be paid to Mr. Larkins, and directed Mr. Larkins to place it 
•to the Company’s account, and went next to the difeuftion of the 
demand, and taking of the five lack, which were claimed, and 
taken alfo in the year 1780. The claim of the war fubfidy, his 
Lordfhip faid, had been affented to by the Council, when firfl; 
ftated to them by Mr. Haftings, as a meafure ncceflary to be adopt¬ 
ed, and had been in confequence actually applied to the Ways and 
Means of the year in fupply of the-current fervices. Lord Thur- 
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low fa id, that he trufled the learned Lord would, on . farther confi- 
deration, be induced not to depart from the line which had beet! 
adopted for their proceedings, alter much and mature delibe¬ 
ration, and adopted, as he had conceived, with the unanimous 
approbation of their Lordfhips. The Commons charged four a£ls 
of Mr. Haflings as four feparatc crimes—the demand of the war 
fubfidy of 1780; the demand of cavalry; the falfe accufation of 
Client Sing, for unpunCluality in the payment of the kills; the 
Correfpondence with, and arreft of Cheyt Sing. It was abfolutely 
impofiible therefore for their Lordfhips, if there Was a difference of 
Opinion amongfl theta, to put a Angle queflion on thefc four cri¬ 
minal allegations. He fhould therefore propofe to put a feparate 
queflion upon each. He could not however forbear to take fome 
notice of the noble and learned Lord’s allufion to a letter written by 
Mr. Haflings to Lord Macartney in the month of July 1781, and 
introduced by the Managers in their reply, upon grounds totally 
different from thufe, to which the noble and learned Lord applied 
the letter. But 4 as he had alluded to it. Lord Thurlow faid, he 
would (late the circumflances which gave rife to the letter ; then he 
would flate the fubflance of the letter itfelf; and he was confident 
that every noble Lord prefent would feel the condudl of Mr. Hafl¬ 
ings to be completely juflifiable, and highly laudable in every point 
of view. Their Lordfhips all recollected that in September 1780, 
Hyder Ally, after having cut off the flower of our army, over-ran 
the Carnatic with fixty thoufand horfc, and for many months after 
that unfortunate event, it was a point of extreme doubt whether we 
could preferve any footing on the coafl of Coromandel, notwith- 
ftanding the great exertions of Mr. Haflings for its fupport. Under 

thefc circumflances the Governor who preceded Lord Macartney 
wrote to Mr. Haflings, that the Rajah or Poligar of Tanjore had 
refufed a fupply of grain to our army, for which the Prefident had 
written a letter to him expreflive of his difpleafure. Speaking of 
this tranfa&ion to Lord Macartney, who had fuccecded to the Go¬ 
vernment but the month before, Mr. Haflings exprelfcs his affo- 
nifhment that fuch language fhould be borne at a feafon of fuch dif- 
trefs. He tells Lord Macartney, that while the Rate, of which Tan¬ 
jore is a fubjedl, is in fuch extreme danger and diflrefs, he conceives 
the Madras Government has a right to demand from the Rajah 
every aid which the country can afford; that while the fcrvice, in 
the prefent defperate condition of it, fhall laft, he would not leave 
the Rajah a grain of rice in his granaries, or a rupee in his treafury, 
beyond what is neceffary for his perfonal fubfiftence. Lord Thur¬ 
low faid, he was confident there was not one of their Lordfhips 
Vol. XLII, ‘ A a . 
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that would not applaud the good fenfe and the fpirit of this letter, 
provided he confidered the adlual fituation of our affairs in the Car¬ 
natic at the time the letter was written. Evciy Statefman, he wa$ 
confident, mutt approve of the manly fentiments uttered by Mr. 
Haftings; they amounted in fubftance # to this —Salus Reipublica: 
fuprema Lex . Mr. Halting:?, he faid, had been called a tyrant; 
he was fo indeed, if it was a mark of tyranny to exert every nerve 
for the prefervation of the empire committed to his chaise, at a 
moment when every exertion was ncccffary to repel the danger 
which furrounded us. With regard to Mr. Haftings’s definition 
pf the principle of government in India, it was no more than the 
adoption of what was laid down hy that great writer Montcfquieu, 
who faid in fo many words, “ that the right of an abfolute fove- 
reign is every thing; the right of the people under him as nothing." 
Every body knew that the natives of India had not an idea of any 
other principle of Government; but, his Lordlhip faid, he held 
Mr. Haftings ftridllv rcfponfiblc for the ufe which lie made of the 
arbitrary power confided to him for fo many years. His Lordlhip 
faid he fhould conclude, and would hereafter move that the Com¬ 
mons had made good the firft article, fo far as it related to the war 
fubfidy of 1780. 

The Earl of COVENTRY fully concurred with Lord Thur- 
low, and faid, the demand of 1780 was precifely fimilar to the 
two demands of 1778 and 1779, on which the Commons had 
put feparate queftions. He alfo obferved that the two lack pre- 
fented to Mr. Haftings in 1780 was never confidered by the Ra¬ 
jah Chcyt Sing, as in part of payment of the five lack afterwards 
demanded. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON ftrcnuoufly contended, that the 
motives of Mr. Haftings were avowedly thofc of refentment and 
perfonal malice. He referred to paftages in the defence of Mr. 
Haftings to prove this alfertion. With regard to what the noble 
and learned Lord had faid of Montefquicu having laid it down, 
“ that'thc right of an arbitrary Prince was every thing; the rights 
cf the people nothing;” Montcfquieu, he faid, did not lay it down 
As a principle of government, but only obferved, that the conduct 
of arbitrary governments had amounted to that, and had been fuch 
in effect. He reprobated Mr. Haftings’s treatment of Chcyt Sing 
all through, and alkcd, what was to be faid of a man, who him- 
fclf declared he did not treat Chcyt Sing as a Britifli Governor 
would have treated a dependent on a Britifli Government, but as 
Sujah Dowlah would have treated one of his dependents ? His. 
Lordihip expatiated on Mr. Haftings’s taking the prelent, which. 
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he contended, according, to its amount, leftened the means of Cheyt 
Sing to pay the five lack fubfcquently demanded. Nor had Mr. 
Haftings treated thofc who were his dependents, politically confi- 
dcred, with that injuftice only \ he had treated his ally* the Na¬ 
bob of Arcot, in the farrjp manner, as was evident from his in- 
ftruftions to the President of Fort St. George. 

• Lord THURLOW faid, acrofs the table, Lord Cornwallis ha 4 
thought it right to purfue that line of conduct in a moment of fimi- 
lar exigency. 

Lord CAERNARVON rofe again, and faid, that by ieizing 
the Government and Revenues of Arcot and Tanjore, Lord Corn* 
wallis had committed a greater aft of violence and oppreflion than 
any which Mr. Haftings was accufed of having committed.. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid he had no chjeftion to with¬ 
draw his propofed motion for the purpofeof fubftituting Lord Thur- 
low’s in its place. 

Lord SYDNEY faid, he wifned the fafts criminally allcdgcd to 
be kept diftinftly in the confidc/ation of their Lordftiips, but ho 
confcfl'ed, he rofe principally in defence of his noble friend (Lord 
Cornwallis), for whom he profdfcd to entertain the moft profound 
refpeft. He trufted their Lordftiips would recolleft that they were 
then determining upon the impeachment of Mr- Haftings. Lord 
Cornwallis was not before them ; and therefore he hoped from the 
candour of the noble Earl, that he would offer fome explanation of 
his expreflions. Whenever a regular charge (hould be brought 
againft his noble. friend, he had no doubt but the noble Marquis 
would acquit himfelf of every ftiadow of imputation in a manner per- 
feftly fatisfaftdry to their Lordftiips, and highly honourable to him¬ 
felf. His Lordiliip faid, he fo fully concurred in Tcntimcnts With 
the noble and learned Lord (Thurlow), that ho {hould have given 
a filent vote on his motion if he had not been called up by what fell 
from the noble Earl. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid in reply, that it was far 
from his intention to throw any refleftion upon the charafter and 
conduft of the noble Marquis, of whofe merits, talents, and vir¬ 
tues, no noble Lord had a higher opinion than himfelf. He had 
no doubt but that the noble Marquis would be able to affign very 
good reafons for having feized the revenues of the Carnatic and 
Tanjore during the war with Tippoo, in violation of treaties re¬ 
cently made. All he fpoke to was the circumftance as it appeared 
by the papers laid before their Lordftiips fome years ago, but with¬ 
out any explanation from the noble Marquis. He had not a con¬ 
ception of cabling upon that great charafter for that explanation 
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which, if he was called upon for, he was confident he would be 
fble tnoft fully to give. 

The queftion was then put on Lord Thurlow’s motfon, and ne¬ 
gatived—the Not-contents being declared to have it, 

Monday, <)th Match. 

The Houfe having rcfolvcd itfelf into a Committee on the im¬ 
peachment of Warren Ilaftings, Kfq. 

Lord TIIURLOW rofe, to open the nature of the evidence in 
the charge, relative to the demand of cavalry from Chcyt Sing, in 
the month of November 17 So. 

The charge, he faid, dated, that with a farther view to hnrafs, 
opprefs, and ruin Chcyt Sing, Mr. Haftings did, in November 
1780, move a refolution, that Chcyt Sing fhould furnifh fuch ca¬ 
valry as he could fp.'.rc; that under colour of fuch refolution, he firft 
peremptorily and arbitrarily demanded two thoufand cavalry, then 
fome letter number, without offering to pay for them, though the 
Raja w as not bound to keep up any cavalry, and though he was to 
be paid for whatever number lie kept up, 

His Lordfhip faid, that lie would endeavour as diftindlly as he 
could, to date the evidence bcfoie the Court, which applied to this 
fuhjcdl: In the firft place, it was clear that there was no engage¬ 
ment by which Chcyt Sing was obliged to keep up any cavalry at all, 
or by which the Company were bound to pay him for any cavalry', 
which they might at any time require from him. The (imple quef¬ 
tion here was this: Was Chcyt Sing, by the tenure under which 
he held, bound, in time of war, to furnifh to the aid of his Sove¬ 
reign, fuch cavalry as could be fpared from the immediate w'ants of 
his Zemindary ? On this point, his Lordfhip faid he could have 
no doubt, It was in proof that Sujah Dowlah, while he was his 
Sovereign, had called upon him for a body of cavalry', which he 
did furnifh, and it was ubfurd to fuppofe fuch an imperium in im.- 
ferio to exift, as fhould preclude a Sovereign from calling upon a 
fubjeft-for troops in times of war and exigency. The next queftion 
then would be—“ Did fuch an emergency cxift in November 1780, 
as juftified the application to CJicyt Sing?” Here, his Lordfhip 
faid, he fhould again have rcafon to lament the exccflive carelcffnefs* 
with which the agents employed by the Houfe of Commons had 
drawn the articles, and the little attention they had fhewn to the 
evidence that had a reference to this particular point. By taking 
all that appeared on the fqbjed in the evidence for the profccution, 
and on the defence, their Lordfhips would fee that in September 
. flattings and Ida £oqncii reived intelligence o( a 
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mod alarming nature from Madras. Hydcr had entered the Car¬ 
natic, had deftroyed Colonel Baillie’s army, and had driven Sir 
HeXor Munro to the walls of Fort St. George. Sir Edward Hughes 
had informed Mr. Hayings alfo, of his having received undoubted 
intelligence that feven fajj. of the line, and feven thoufand land 
forces, had left Franee, and were intended to co-operate with out 
enemies in India. At this period alfo, thirty thoufand Maratta 
horfc were encamped on the weftem frontier of Bengal: An inva- 
fion of Bahar by the Marattas was alfo expeXed. The Nizam 
profeffed hoftility; Nuzeph Cawn threatened Oude; Madajee Sin- 
dia's forces, Corah and Allahabad ; and General Goddard was op- 
poled by the power of Poona in Guzzerat. A more formidable league 
was never formed for the defiruXion of a fingle (late at any period 
of time. Their Lordflrips, by a reference to the evidence, would 
obferve the general difmay which prevailed in Calcutta at this mo¬ 
mentous period. It was fortunate indeed that a man at that time 
prefided in the public councils who poflefied fpiiit, judgment, and 
dccifion: Not that he meant to throw any reflexions upon the gen¬ 
tlemen who difFered from him in opinion •, the feafon was fo awful, 
that nothing was more natural than for men to entertain different 
fentiments, as to the beft mode of. averting fuch multiplied dangers. 
Mr. Haftings propofed various mcafures: That a very confulcrable 
body of troops ihould be fent to Madras, and a large fupply of trea- 
fure, and that Sir Evre Coote fhould be requefted to take the com¬ 
mand of an army, naturally difpirited by its heavy lofles, on an idea 
perfeXly well founded, as the event fo fully proved, that his prefence 
would give fpirits to all ranks upon the coart:. To all thefe propo- 
fitions, except to the motion refpeXing the Commander in ChLf, 
Mr. Francis and Mr. Whcler objected ; on the ground that Bengal 
was their firll objeX, that the danger was at their door, and confc- 
quently that they could fparc no troops, and but half the fupply of 
treafure which Mr. Haftings had propofed to.fcnd to Madras. Sir 
Eyre Coote concurred with Mr. Haftings, and the calling vote of 
the Governor General preferved India to Great Britain. At a fe¬ 
cund confultation, on the 27th September 1780, Sir Kvre Coote 
gave in a plan for the defence of Bengal and Oude, which lie had 
drawn out at the defire of the Board. Their Lordfliips would re- 
colleX that a confiderablc part of the Bengal army was then under 
orders to proceed to Madras : In the difpolition therefore of the re¬ 
maining force, it was ncecflary to form encampments where the 
attacks were moft likely to be expc.Xcd ; and as an invafion of the 
province of Bahar was highly probable, Sir Eyre Coote propdfed to 
ftation a large body of infantry in that province, together with two 

a 
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regiments of horfe, and one thoufand or as many of Cheyt Sing’s ca¬ 
valry as they could procure. This was the origin of the demand of 
cavalry from Cheyt Sing, and their Lordfliips would determine with 
what propriety Mr. Ha (lings could be charged as the foie author of 
the mcafure t 

Sir Eyre Coote, as appeared by the evidence, embarked for Mad¬ 
ras in O&ober, and on the 2d of November, in reading a letter 
from General Stibbert, relative to the want of cavalry on the north¬ 
ern frontier, the Board order an application for a fuppiy, and at 
the fame time Mr. Haftings is requefted to write to Cheyt Sing for 
fuch cavalry as he can fpare. It did not appear by the proceedings 
that the motion was made by Mr. Haftings. He would put it to 
the honour of any one of their Lordfliips, could any man ferioufly 
believe, that under fuch very monftrous and awful circumftances, 
Mr. Haftings could have no other objedl in view, than to harafs, 
opprefs, and ruin Cheyt Sing ? The charge itfelt appeared to him 
hot only groundlefs, but a charge which, on fuller confideration, 
•ould not have been preferred at all—Having brought the hiftory of 
the cavalry, with all its concomitant circumftances, down to the 
period of the demand, he would now, his Lordfhip faid, examine 
the conduit of Cheyt Sing on the occahon ; and their Lordfliips 
would determine whether the defence which lie made to the accufa- 
tion of Mr. Haftings was fo humble, fo fubmiflive, and fo fatis- 
fadtory as a noble and learned Lord had ftated it to be; or whether 
It was, as Mr. Haftings had deferibed it, offenfive in ftyle, and 
unfatisfadlory in fubftance. The demand was fent from Calcutta 
on the 2d of November. On the 7 th of December Mr. Fowkc, 
the refident, writes to Mr. Haftings, that he had repeatedly prefled 
the Raja on the fubjedt of the cavalry, but could obtain no anfwcr. 
His letter contains other complaints of the Raja's ill conduit. . On 
the 13th of January 1781, Mr. Fowke writes that the Raja fays, 
he has but thirteen hundred horfe in his fervice, and that all except 
two hundred and fifty are abfolutely ncccfiary for the fervice of the 
colle&ions. Their Lordfliips were poflefled of the completed evi¬ 
dence to prove that both thefc aflertions were falfe. Mr. Markham 
had diftindtly fwarn that he had above two thoufand five hundred in 
his fervice; and the affidavit of Mahomed Myer, one of Cheyt 
Sing’s Commanders, fully confirmed Mr. Markham’s evidence. 
His Lordfhip obferved, that in all its parts the evidence of Mr. 
Markham was perfectly clear and diftindh Mr. Markham alfo 
fwore that a very fmall body of cavalry, one hundred, were amply 
fufficient for the fervice of the colledtions. Cheyt Sing afferts in his 
letter that Mr r Haftings made no reply to the information which he 
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had Cent him of the number of his cavalry. This aflertion alio was 
falfe; for Mr. Markham, who arrived at Benares the i ft of Fe¬ 
bruary, and confequcntly mull have left Calcutta immediately after 
Mr. I ladings had received the Raja’s letters, carried an order for 
him to fupply fifteen hundred horfe. “ Yodr Lordlhips, by refer¬ 
ring to the evidence (Paid Lord Thurlow), will fee, that he after¬ 
wards reduced the demand to one thoufand. You will fee that, in 
point of fadt, he never could procure a fingle horfeman. It will be 
impofliblc to read the evidence of Mr. Markham, without obferving 
that he prelfcd him with the anxiety and folicitude of a friend, even 
to make a lliew of obedience by muftcring five hundred horfe, but 
that he never could get him to muftcr a fingle horfeman: Mr. Mark¬ 
ham told him, that by his difobcdicnce he would certainly incur 
the higheft difpleafure of Government: and upon one remarkable 
occafion, when he was fitting in a minaret at Ramnagur with Cheyt 
Sing, he told him on feeing a body of horfe on the plains, * If you 
will but fend me thofe men, it will (hew your defire to obey your 
orders.’ My Lords, Mr. Markham could not procure a fingle 
horfeman from him.” His Lordfiiip then proceeded to remark 
upon the letter of Mr. Mailings, and Cheyt Sing’s reply to it. 

Mr. Haftings fays, in his letter to Cheyt Sing, that in the name 
of the Governor General and Council he required the Raja to fur- 
nilh a body of hoife to aflift and adt with the armies of the Com¬ 
pany ; that when Mr. Markham fucceeded Mr. Fowke, he ordered 
him to repeat the demand, which he did with frequent, and almoft 
daily importunity; limiting the demand to fifteen hundred, after¬ 
wards to one thoufand. To this demand (he adds) you returned 
evafivc anfwers, nor to this hour have you contributed a fingle horfe- 
man. 

The Raja in reply fays, that when required to fend a fupply of 
horfe, he fent Mr. Haftings a particular account of all in his fervice, 
amounting to one thoufand three hundred, but received no anfwer. 
Mr. Markham delivered him an order for one thoufand. He col- 
ledted five hundred, and live hundred burkendaffes, and told Mr. 
Markham they were ready to go wherever ordered. “ No, anfwer 
came from you (fays Cheyt Sing), and 1 remained aftonilhed at the 
caufe of it. Repeatedly I alked Mr. Markham about an anfwer to 
my letter relative to the horfe; he told me he did not know the 
reafons why no anfwer had heen fent. I remained aftonilhed.” 

Lord Thurlow commented upon eveiy part of this anfwer, which 
he affirmed to be impudently falfe, and that the means of direction 
were at hand. Mr. Haftings well knew that it was totally falfe.7— 
Mr. Markham contradicted it in every particular, as he had already 



’"04 parliamentary a. mi - 

•plained. His Lordfhip faid, that as the demand of cavalry , as' 
ireli as every other meafure taken by Mr. Haftings towards Cheyt 
Sing from the date of 1778, was dated broadly to be taken in order 
to ruin him, he would call to the recollection of their Lordfhips 
the very particular advice and orders given to Mr. Markham on his 
leaving Calcutta to proceed to Benares in January 1781. He was 
defired to behave to Cheyt Sing on all occafions with kindnefs, 
mildnefs, and civility ; and to avoid the conduct of his prcdccclfor* 
Mr. Graham, who Mr. Hading* thought had behaved hardily and 
rudely on fomc occafions to Cheyt Sing. Lord Thurlow defired 
they would bear this circumftance in mind, when they confidered 
the wery drong and pointed fads dated by. Mr. Graham ngninft 
Clieyt Sing, and they would fubtrad as much as they pleafcd from 
the weight of that gentleman's teftimony, in confcqucnce of the 
idea Mr. Hadings entertained of his being a prejudiced man. But 
no fuch objection could be made to Mr. Markham’s evidence. He 
appears, on all occafions, to have followed the advice of Mr. Hid¬ 
ings, to have treated the Rajah as a fiiLnd, and to have exerted 
himfelf all in his power to fave him from that ruin which his folly 
and difaffedion brought upon h ; m. “ He will not allow me to be 
his friend (fays Mr. Markham in a letter to Mr. Haftings). He is 
furrounded by bad advifers, who tell him of a French invafion, of 
the Marattas entering our provinces, and th;.t lie fiiould not fend 
11s the cavalry, until he fees what turn our affairs will take.”—• 
“ Look, my Lords (faid Lord Thurlow), at the fituatlon of Ben¬ 
gal at that moment. Prior to the agreement which fecurcd the re¬ 
turn of the Maratta army from an attack, every thing hodile was to 
be expeded. If Mr. Hadings had not purchalcd the retreat of that 
army for money in April 1781, it would undoubtedly have entered 
Bengal as an enemy in May. In that event, it is equally clear 
that Bimbajec Booila would have entered Bahar, at the head of a 
numerous army of horfe. While matters remained in this uncer¬ 
tainty it was that Cheyt Sing aded in the manner already mentioned : 
And afterwards, on hearing from Calcutta that he was likely to be 
feverely punilhed, he made an offer of twenty lacks, and then of 
twenty-two and ahalf lacks, to buy off both the demand of cavalry 
and the war fubfidy. But on receiving fubfequent intelligence from 
Calcutta, he broke off the ncgociation altogether ; and that which 
Mr. Anderfon calls an indired offer, the charge affirms to have been 
an offer which Mr. Haftings refufed to accept.’* 

Having argued this point moil fully, and appealed to the evr- 
_ dentc given on both fides in fupport of his arguments, his Lordfhip 
concluded by moving, ft That the Comihons had made good die 
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firft article in fo far as it refpected the demand of cavalry fipga 
Chcyt Sing.” 

The Earl of CAERNARVON contended that the demand had 
been made with a view to its not being complied with, in order to 
lay the ground for the fubfequent proceedings at that time projected 
anil determined on by Mr. Haftings. In fupport of this the Earl 
foid, it was clear to his mind that Mr. Haftings had projected all the 
meafurcs that he afterwards put in practice againft Chcyt Sing long 
before he demanded any cavalry, and that the manner in which the 
demand was entered in the minute of confultation, viz. “ for fuch 
part of the cavalry entertained in his fervice as he can fparc,” im¬ 
plied cither that the Governor General was confcious that he had no 
right to cxpcCt obedience from the Rajah in this particular* or that 
he did not cxpeCt that the demand cither could or would be complied 
with. The words of the minute, “ Such part of the cavalry en¬ 
tertained in his fervice as he can fparc,” implied and admitted ex- 
creife of difcrction in Chcyt Sing as to the number that he CQuld 
furnifh; and if lie thought he could not fpare any, he neither aCted 
c'v-'tumacioufly, nor ought in candour to have been confidered as 
having deferved punifhmcnt. If the Governor General had aright 
to cxpcdl obedience refpedting the cavalry, why did he not make 
his demand in a direct, abfolutc and peremptoiy manner, inftcad 
of flating it in terms fo infidious and deceitful? His Lordfhip en¬ 
forced this by much argument, and differed entirely from the noble 
and learned Lord in his inferences and deductions on the fubjedt. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR foid, he was not a little furprifed 
to find the noble and learned Lord felcdt from the article rcfpeCting 
Benares, a few points not even ftated as a fubftantivc charge, but 
alledged merely as foils of a fecondarv nature, and introduced as 
corroborating cireumftanccs, to flicw the colour and complexion of 
every part of the fv Item of conduit purfued by Mr. Haftings, re- 
fpecling the Rajah Chcyt Sing. His Lordfhip replied to fevcral of 
the arguments of the noble and learned Lord who fpoke firft, parti¬ 
cularly explaining the'caufc of the minute of the Council of the 2d 
of November 1780, by dating that it originated with Sir Eyre 
Coote’s prior recommendation, and that its having been adopted on 
that day arofe from a confcioufncfs of its being an advifeablc mea*- ‘ 
fure. After dating various parts of the evidence, and laying great 
ftrcls upon each, his Lordfhip foid, he could not help viewing the 
tranfaCtion in all its circumltances in a different light, and that he 
confequcntly drew very different conclufions from thofe ftated by the 
noble and learned Lord, 

The Lord Chancellor added, that he muft take Mr. Haftings*® 
Vox.. XLII. Bb 
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account of his own actions in preference to any other evidence what¬ 
ever. He had diflindtly dated in his defence before the Houfe of 
Commons, that he moved the refolution for calling upon the Rajah 
for cavalry, and therefore fuch muft be taken to be the fa£. Be¬ 
fore he fat down, he repeated that he duj not conceive the noble and 
learned Lord would have dated the fadls mentioned relative to the 
cavalry as a fubdantive charge. 

Lord THURLOW, in reply, faid, that it had been agreed to 
take each criminal accufation on which a difference of opinion ex- 
ided, feparately. The claufe relative to the cavalry was cxprefsly 
dated to contain criminal matter. Mr. Hadings was accufed of 
making a demand which he had no right to make, and to make it 
from malicious and revengeful motives, with a farther view of ha- 
raffing, oppreding, and ruining Cheyt Sing. He profefled him- 
felf much obliged to the noble and learned Lord, for having fet him 
right in one point, and he would be equally obliged to any noble 
Lord who would at any time correct his errors. Their Lordlhips, 
he was fare, would give him credit for meaning to lay before them, 
with the drilled impartiality, all the evidence that bore on every 
point cither for or againd the defendant. In the cafe alluded to by 
the learned Lord, truding to the proceedings of the Council on the 
2d of November, 1780, he had faid that the vote to call upon 
Cheyt Sing for cavalry, did not appear to be palfed on the motion 
of any particular Member. It was agreed now, that the idea ori¬ 
ginated with Sir Eyre Coote. That was a point fully edabliflied by 
the evidence, and confcqucntly the charge let out completely wrong. 
But on looking at the defence of Mr. Hadings, he found that gen¬ 
tlemen faid, “ I moved in Council that Cheyt Sing be required to 
furniih fuch cavalry 1 as he can fpare ; and this was done by the ad¬ 
vice and recommendation of Sir Eyre Coote.” His Lordfhip add¬ 
ed, that he thought himfelf bound to inform the Court why this 
particular expredion had flipped his memory. The fiidt was, that 
he had paid very little attention indeed to the defence delivered by 
_ Mr. Hadings at the bar of the Houfe of Commons to this, article. 
He knew it to be the rule of law, that a man was to be bound by 
his own defence, and that any thing contained in it might be taken 
againd himfelf. Their Lordlhips, however, had full evidence be¬ 
fore them, that not a line of the defence on the Benares charge was 
written by Mr. Hadings; and all tire objectionable parts of it which 
had been relied upon in order to (hew malice, were actually inferted 
after* Mr. Hadings had heard tl\e other parts read once curforily 
over. To a defence prefented, not in reply to the Benares article 
how before their Lordlhips, but to a charge on which tire article 
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was founded, he (hould not pay much attention, and particularly 
where the fafts dated in it were fully difproved. 

The circumdances under which Mr. Hadings delivered his de- • 
fence to the immenfe volumes of charges bright before the Com¬ 
mons, had been fully explained. He took to himfelf to anfwer 
what he conceived to be the mod important part of the charges, and 
the defence of the Benares charge was entruded to Mr. Halhed, a 
gentleman of fplendid abilities, and great information, but of too 
high a genius to attend minutely to the drift accuracy of his fafts, 
and certainly better calculated to explain a prophecy, if Mr. Hadings 
had wanted him for fuch a purpofe, than for a laborious inveftiga- - 
tion of the Company’s records. The manner in which Mr. Haf- 
tings’s defence had been written—the reafons which induced that 
gentleman to confide in others the compofition of parts of that de¬ 
fence, while he anfwercd what he conceived the mod material parts 
himfelf, had been fo fully explained to their Lordlhips, that he 
believed their Lordlhips would not lay any drefs on particular ex- 
preflions which were not an anfwer to the articles now before their 
Lordfhips, but to charges preferred by an individual Member to 
the lad Houfe of Commons. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR, in reply to what Lord Thur- 
low had faid of the amount of Cheyt Sing’s cavalry, declared, that 
he could pay no attention to the affidavit of Mahomed Myer; and 
confidering the circumdances under which they were taken, he did 
not think them entitled to credit. 

Lord THURLOW faid, in reply, that the affidavits were evi¬ 
dence adduced not by the defendant, but by the profecutors, who 
had not in any one indance endeavoured to dedroy their credit; 
confequcntly, under every rule of law they mud be received as full 
and complete evidence, as far as they went. 

On the quedion being put, it was declared that the Not contents 
had it, and this part of the charge was consequently negatived. 

The next part Lord THURLOW fpoke to was, the charge of 
a confpiracy entered intu by Mr. Hadings with the Vizier, for the 
faie of Cheyt Sing’s didrifts to the Vizier. This, his Lordlhip 
faid, he need not dwell upon, as it reded folely on the evidence af¬ 
forded by the letter of Mr. Anderfon. After a few words, there¬ 
fore, on that letter, his Lordihip moved a quedion in the ufual 
form, on the fuhjeft of that part of the fird article; when, on .put¬ 
ting it to the vote, the Chairman declared that the Nat Contents 
had it nemine diffintlente. 

Lord THURLOW then rofc to move a quedion on the ilext 
part of the charge, which was, that in farther profecution of his ma- 
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licfous intendons, arid with a view to hands, opprefs, and ruin' 
Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haftings, in January 1781, accufed him of be¬ 
ing in arrear in the payment of his kift, and particularly that part 
of it which was appreciated to the payment of Saadut Ally’s pen- 
iion: That the charge was falfe, as he £ad paid up his kids with 
the utmoft regularity ; that it was made in peremptory and infulting 
language, and with a view to drive the Rajah to fomc aft of dcfpc- 
ration. His Lordfhip cxprclfcd his finccrc concern, that a charge 
fo. worded, without a lhadow of evidence to fupport it, but with 
die fulled: evidence to difprovc it, lhould have bern made in the 
name of the Houfe of Commons. He again del:red to be under- 
flood to impute no blame to them ; they were not rcfponfiblc for 
the infinite number of allegations that were to be found, in proof of 
which nothing had been offered ; but he was aftonifhed at the carc- 
leffncfs and want of attention of their agents. F.ven in juftice to 
them, however, he would fay, that if they had fern one document, 
which had fince been produced in evidence, the charge could nor 
have been preferred. The fafts, as they now appeared in the 
evidence, were thefe :—Cheyt Sing was bound by his agreement 
to pay his kills month by month, cither at Benares, in cafh, or by 
bills on Calcutta. If paid in cadi at Benares, they were to be paid 
the day they were due ; if by bills on Calcutta, thofe bills were to 
be made, payable fifty-one days after each kift became due. So 
early as March 1776, complaints were made of his unpun&uality, 
and then, on a promife to Mr. Fowke, the Reiidmt, that he would 
be more punctual in future, Mr. Fowke fays, he has ventured to 
tell him that he (hall not be fined for his pad unpun&uaUty. 

Thefe complaints are renewed at different periods •, but on the 
17th of December, 1780, Mr. Fowke writes cxprcfsly to Mr. 
Haftings, that the Rajah had of late been very dilatory in the pay¬ 
ment of his kills, and particularly that part of it which was appro¬ 
priated to the payment of Saadut Ally’s ftipend. It appears then 
from this evidence, that not a doubt can remain of the perfedf pro¬ 
priety of Mr. Haftings's conduct, in writing the letter which he did 
fo Cheyt Sing, in confequence of a complaint from the public re- 
fident, Mr. Fowke. 

But if the defendant had not brought.forward all this evidence, 
his Lordfhip contended, that the cafe, as it flood for the profecution, 
proved the unpundluality of Cheyt Sing, and confequently would 
■'have juftified Mr. Haflings. 

Their firft document waft an account or journal from the India 
. Hoqfe, tranfinitted from Bengal in April 178a, which proved that 
-all flic kifts for 1780, and to May 178X9 were paid$ but when 
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they were pud did not appear. The conduiion drawn by the Ma¬ 
nagers was, that they were paid month by month—-a conclufion 
which they themfelves overturned in the next page, where they 
produce two letteis from Mr. Fowke, the firft dated Benares, the 
7th of December, 1780, acknowledging the receipt'of bills for 
the kift due on the 4th of November. The fecond, dated the 13th 
of January, 1781, in which he acknowledges the receipt in calh 
at Benares, of the kift due on the 4th of December \ confequently 
the “Managers themfelves prove, that in one inftance there was a 
delay of one month and three days; in another, of one month and 
nine days. 

The Managers obferved to their Lordlhips, that they would 
prove by oral tejihmmy afterwards, that it was the cuftom of the 
country’ to pay one month under another. Had they fo done, faid 
Lord Thurlow, then they would have made out their charge: but 
to do fo was impofibk . All the written evidence proved, and Mr. 
Markham, by his oral teftimony confirmed it, that Cheyt Sing was 
bound by his agreement to pay each month’s kift as it became due. 
He paid his kifts punctually, faid Mr. Markham, when on the 
day it became due he gave the amount in eafli to the refident, or 
bills on Calcutta, payable fifty-one days after date. He would 
not detain their Lordlhips longer with remarks on fo groundlefs a 
charge—a charge that ought not to have been made at all, and 
which had been difproved even by the Managers themfelves. His 
Lordlhip then moved, “ That the Commons had made good the 
firft article, as it related to Cheyt Sing's unpumutuality in the pay¬ 
ment of his kifts in the rear 1780. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that however noble Lords 
might differ on other parts of the charge, they mull be clear that 
this was fully made out. Whether the terms in which the charge 
was couched were corrc&, he would not fay, but it was clear 
that Mr. Haftings had accuftd Cheyt Sing of unpun&uality with¬ 
out any juft caufe; fomc, in fad, he paid within the period aferibed 
to him. He was allowed fifty-one days grace, and he paid for 
December 1780 and January 1781 in thirty-three and fortydayt 
after the kifts became due. 

Lord THURLOW faid, he was really aftonilhed at the miftakc 
which the noble and learned Lord, had committed : he was afraid 
he was milled by the fyllabus then before him. But if he would 
look at the evidence, he would fee that the unpun&uality of Cheyt 
Sing was completely proved. He would not go over the ground 
again; but though Cheyt Sing was unpun&ual, Mr. Haftings had 
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been filent, until the complaint of the public relidcnt induced him-. 
CO write to the Rajah. 

' The Lords called for the qucftion, which was immediately put 
tnd negatived. 


Tuejday , 1 otb M&rcb, 

' Their Lordlhips having gone into a Committee on the articles 
of the impeachment, 

Lord THURLOW rofc, and called the confederation of the 
Committee to that claufe of the firft article, which contained the 
charge of having illegally delegated the powers of the Governor and 
Council to himfelf when Mr. Haftings went to Benares, and there 
ordered thearreft of Cheyt Sing. His Lordfhip went over the ar¬ 
guments advanced on this charge by the Managers of the Houfc of 
Commons, and the evidence adduced in fupport of it, and con¬ 
tended that the full and fufficient anfwer to each would be found in 
the hiftoiy of the government of the Company’s potleffions in India, 
ever fincc they held any fort of fovcrcignty in that country. Ilis 
Lordihip ftated- the feveral precedents to be met with in that hif- 
toiy, that proved the pra&icc to have been no novelty whatever, but 
on the contrary, that it had been reforted to on various oecafions, 
where the perfon entrufted with the higheft office in the civil and 
military department had left Calcutta, and gone into the interior or 
diftant parts of the Company’s fettlemcnts or dependencies for pur- 
pofes of State policy or neceffitv. The precedents he cited were 
thofe of 1763 and 1765, when Mr. Vanfittart and Lord Clive 
held the firft office in the Company’s fcrvice, and the recent in- 
ftancc of Lord Cornwallis in the courfe of the late war with Tippoo 
Saib. His Lordihip juft ufed a curfory argument on the obvious 
neccffity and advantage of a Governor General having a right to 
delegate and affume to himfelf the powers of government, on great 
and emergent occalions, and faid, he deemed the precedents he 
had quoted amounted to an ample juftification of the condudl of 
Mr. Haftings, in delegating the powers of the Governor General 
alid Council, and vefting them in his own perfon, when he went 
to Benares. He therefore moved, “ That the Commons had made 
good that claufe of the article which contained the charge againft 
Mr. Haftings of having illegally delegated the powers of the Gover¬ 
nor General and Council, when he went to Benares.” 

On the queftion being put, the Not contents had it. 

* Lord THURLOW next proceeded to what palled on Mr. Haf- 
tings’s anival at Benares, his arreft of Cheyt Sing, and all the 
consequences that followed ; die part of the article containing which, 
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as fet forth by foe Commons, he admitted to be a grave, feriotifj 
and weighty charge. In order to underftand it clearly, and to as¬ 
certain how for it was criminal on the part of Mr. Haftings, it 
would be neccflary, his Lordfoip foid, to examine all the fo&s and 
circumRanccs, and to confider the motives that led % to each, and 
the cffe&s they feverally produced, calmly and impartially. But 
previous to his entering into a confideration of this important part of 
the fubjeft, there were certain obfervatiuns which he foould trouble 
theif Lordfoips with, and they appeared to be fo very material, as, 
in his opinion, to require their ferious confideration. Their Lord- 
Ihips all recolle&ed, that at the clofe of the year 1783, a bill was 
brought into Parliament, by Mr. For, whofe name the bill bore, 
which had for its object the affumpti >n of foe power of the EaR- 
India Company, by commiflioners to be appointed by Parliament 
That bill was ultimately reje&ed, and the fucceeding Adminiftra- 
tion brought in another bill, which left the management of foelr * 
affairs in the hands of the Eaft- India Company, fubjed to foe a&ive 
control of a Board, to whofe fituation refponfibility was annexed. 
However different thefe bills might have been in various particu¬ 
lars, yet in one they both concurred. It was affumed as a fad, - 
that great oppreflions had been pra&ifcd in India upon Rajahs, Ze¬ 
mindars, Polygars, Ac. It did happen, and rather unfortunately, 
that the fa£l of the exijlcnce of thefe opprcjjions was fuppofed to be fo 
clear , as to fuperfede the neceffity of proof, and accordingly a claufe, 
which in fubffance was originally inferted in Mr. Fox’s bill, was 
afterwards copied into the bill of Mr. Pitt, and of courfc became a 
law. The claufe to which he alluded, was the 29th of the India- . 
Regulating ad of 1784, commonly known by the name of Mr. 
Pitt’s India bill. That claufe, after affirming that complaints kave 
prevailed that divers Rajahs , Zemindars, Polygars, Talookdars, 
&c. within the Britifo territories in India, have been unjuftly de¬ 
prived of, or compelled to abandon and relinquifo their feveial 
lands, &c. &c. enacts, that the principles of juftice, and the ho¬ 
nour of this country, require that fuch complaints foould be forth¬ 
with inquired into, and fully inveffigated, and if founded in truth, 
effectually redrefled. His Lordfoip obferved, that this claufe ap¬ 
peared to him precifely to meet, and to be intended to meet, the 
cafe of Cheyt Sing. Indeed lie knew no other perfon to whom It 
could apply. Let their Lordfoips confider for a moment how they 
Rood. Not only was the law pfitive as to an immediate irrueftigation 
of the juflice of this perfon’s expuliion, and of courfe he muff pre¬ 
fume the cafe had been fully inquired into by thofe who were bound 
by the law to make the inquiry, but the Rate of India bad been an- 
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Dually laid before the Houfe of Commons for the laft eight years; 
and a particular account was prefented and printed of the various 
tefources of thefeveral Governments in India. Under the head of 
Bengal Refources, which amounted, in the whole, to five millions 
and a half fterling, one of the articles was Benares revenue , four 
hundred and thirty thouiand pounds; that very revenue which the 
Commons have declared it criminal in Mr. Haftings to create , has 
been publicly received) and treated as a never- failing annual re- 
fource, as indeed it has hitherto turned out. tf then, faid Lord 
Thurlow, the fame body which has impeached Mr. Haftings for 
(his ad of creating the revenue, has continued for twelve years to 
receive it; if the law politively enjoining the Company and, the 
King’s Minifters to reftore Cheyt Sing, if he were unjuftly difpof- 
fclfed, has been obeyed, as no doubt it had been, muft it not ap¬ 
pear moft lingular and extraordinary to their Lordfhips, that this 
charge was preferred, and infilled upon to the lad ? The only ufe 
which he wilhed their Lordfhips to make of the preceding remarks 
was, that it might induce them carefully to look at the nature of 
the accufation, and compare it with the proofs. Having troubled 
their Lordfhips fo much on the preceding day on the fubjedt of that 
part of the letter of Mr. Haftings to Cheyt Sing, and his anfwer re¬ 
lative to the cavalry; having proved, by a reference to die evi¬ 
dence, not only that the letter itfelf was impudently falfe, but that 
' Cheyt Sing muft have been convinced that Mr. Haftings knew it 
to be falfe, he fliould now proceed to the other part of that letter, 
which a noble and learned Lord had declared not only to be humble 
and fubmiflive, but to contain alfo a full and fatisfa&ory reply to 
the charges of Mr. Haftings. 

His Lordfhip then proceeded to the firft article of accufation in 
the claufe, which was, that when Mr. Haftings arrived at Benares, 
‘he wrote a letter to Cheyt Sing, containing charges which were 
falfe, malicious, and wicked ; and that Cheyt Sing’s anfwer to 
thofc charges was a complete juftificadon of his conduct. He 
■would now proceed to examine the other chaigcs, and the Rajah’s 
"anfwcrs. Mr. Haftings tells him, that after having folcmnly pro- 
mifed to pay the war fubftdy of 1780, he had difappointed him, 
and that the difappointment was attended with very unhappy confe- 
quences, and might eventually have occaftoncd die total lofs of 
Colonel Camac’s detachment. To this charge the Rajah replies, 
that he obeyed the orders with the utmoft alacrity —that he firft paid 
one lack—then one lack and feventy thoufand rupees—then wrote 
to Require rime, find receiving no anfwer, as it was no time for de- 
. lay, he completed the payment of the remainder at certain dates 
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•which he fpecified. Lord Thurlow faid, that a reference to the 
evidence would convince their Lordfliips that this 'anfwer alfo was 
falfe in all its parts, and Cheyt Sing could not be ignorant that Mr. 
Haftings knew it to be falfe. As foon as he had paid one lack, 
which he did not do until,the 5th of Auguft, 1780, though the 
demand was made in the latter end of June, he peremptorily re- 
fufed to pay the refident any farther fum, until he got an anfwer to 
a letter he had written to Mr. Haftings, requiring farther time to 
difpofe of his effefts. To this reprefentation, the Rajah faith he 
received no anfwer ; though a reply was immediately fent, ftrongly 
expreffive of the Board’s difplcafure at lus excufcs, which, they faid, 
they knew to be futile. This difpleafure oftiic Board had not the 
cffcdl of procuring the payment, which was not finally made until 
the i8rh of OiTtobcr, 1780, although the Rajah docs not deny that 
he promifed immediate payment in the month of July. It was 
dear, therefore, from the evidence, that to the two charges pre¬ 
ferred by Mr. Haftings, the anfwers were of that nature as well to 
deferve the defciiption given of tliem by Mr. Haftings: that they 
were unfatisfadfory in fubftance, the evidence fully proves. 

In the clofe of his letter, Mr. Haftings mentions the difordcred 
ftatc of the police throughout the Zctnindary. Cheyt Sing alfures 
him in reply, that he paid the uttnoft attention to that important 
object. Their Lordlhips had a great mafs of evidence before them, 
which proved file f ilfehood of this reply alfo. The defective ftate 
of the police had been a fubjedt of very general complaint for years, 
and in no one inftnnce did it appear that redrefs was afforded by 
Cheyt Sing. As to the flyle of the letter ; the humble expreftions 
it contained ; the avowal that he was the (lave of 'Mr. Haftings \ 
amounted to juft as much as an Engliftiman figning himfclf the 
molt obedient and faithful fervant of a man whom his letter oil end-* 
ed, and was meant to olfendin every other line of it. It was not 
poffiblc that Mr. Haftings, fo many years refident in India, fo 
well acquainted with the forms of corrcfpondcnce, ftiould have re¬ 
marked on the oJfenlivc ftyle of the letter in his addrefs t(j the Board, 
unlcfs the remark were w r cll founded. As to its being palpably and 
grofsly falfe in every particular, Lord Thurlow had no hclitation 
in faying that it was fo. 

The next allegation was, that Mr. Haftings put the Rajah under 
an arreft, as it is faid, in another claufc, for the purpofc of extort¬ 
ing a fine of'forty or fifty lacks of rupees from him. He would 
not advert to the circumftarice of the intention never having been 
communicated to the Rajah; but as this was ftated to be the real 
Vol.XLII. Cc 
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and weighty accufationof the charge, he would examine it fairly 
add diftin&ly with the evidence. 

Firft then, it was perfectly clear, from declarations anxioufly 
made by Mr. Haftings himftlf, that when he left Calcutta in 
July 1781, he intended to livy a fine of forty or fifty lacks of 
rupees from the Rajah. Left the world fhould doubt his having 
really formed fuch an intention fo early, he called upon Mr. Whee¬ 
ler, Mr. Andcrfon, and Major Palmer, to prove the communica¬ 
tions which he made to them upon this fubjeCl before he left Gal- 
• cutta. On his arrival at Bcglcpore, Mr. Markham met him, and 
he communicated his intention to him aifo. Mr. Markham ob- 
ferved, it was a very large fum, ami that he believed the Rajah’s 
revenues had been over-rated in Calcutta. To this remark Mr. 
Haftings replied, “ We will talk farther on this fubje£l at Benares,” 
meaning moft obvioufly, that if the Rajah’s wealth and his revenues 
were lefs than Mr. Haftings had fuppofed them to be, he would 
take a fmaller fum. Conlidering the wealth, which, as it was 
aftenvards proved, the Rajah did poflefs, and the nature of his of¬ 
fences, Lord Thurlow faid, he had no helitation in giving it as 
his opinion, that Mr. Haftings had not exceeded the bounds of mo¬ 
deration and jufticc, in fixing the amount of the fine at forty or 
fifty lacks. By fo doing, he would have punilhed a man notori- 
odlly difaffedled ; he would have deprived him of part of the means 
qf refilling the authority of the fovereign ftate in future, and he 
would very materially have relieved the exigencies of the Company, 
which were at that time in ‘the higheft degree alarming. But if 
there were noble Lords who thought the fine beyond the offence, 
ftill, his Lord (hip faid, unlefs fomc finilter motives were imputed 
to Mr. Haftings as the ground of his proceedings, he could not con¬ 
ceive how it would be poffiblc to impute criminality to him. As 
for himfeif, Lord Thurlow faid, he was decidedly of opinion, from 
the evidence, that Mr. Haftings would have been juftified in de¬ 
priving Cheyt Sing of his xcmindary altogether. 

„ Having conlidered the eircumftance of the arreft as connected 
with the intention of levying a fine (and in this, as in every other 
country, fines arc a branch of public revenue), he would now pro¬ 
ceed to -the charge, which dated, that the arreft difgraced Cheyt 
Sing in die eyes of his fubjeefs. There was full evidence to prove 
that it could have had no fuch effect—that the a<S difgraced the 
.Englifh in the eyes of all Hindoftan ; it was fully proved in evi¬ 
dence, that no. fuch difgrace attached to us from this a< 5 t;, that the 
. Rajah wrote letters of dcfpondency and alarm, and that Mr. Haf- 
^ tings took little notice of them ; it is in proof that he wrote to the 
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Rajah, to fet his mind at reft, and to be Under no alarm or tinea, 
finefs. It was next ftated that a fudden affray rofe in confequence 
of the outrages offered to the Rajah, and that the guard was deftroyed 
by the fury of the populace. Lord Thurlow faid, that it appeared 
manifeftly elear from the evidence of Colonel Popham, Lieutenant 
Birrcll, Mr. Markham, and a variety of affidavits, that the popu¬ 
lace were entirely unconcerned on the occafion. He would ftate it 
the.more particularly, becaufe a noble and learned Lord (Lough¬ 
borough) had, on a former day, called the bufinefs a fudden affray, 
fiiddenly provoked by the infolence of a Chubdar, called Cheyt 
Ram. The circumftanees were thefe, as appeared by all the evi¬ 
dence : After Mr. Markham had put Cheyt Sing under an arreft, 
the orders which he left with the commanding officer of the party, 
were unfortunately difregarded, and fevcral perfons who had com* 
manded bodies of troops which accompanied Cheyt Sing to Buxar> 
were admitted to his prefence. The officer early faw the dange¬ 
rous confequence of his imprudence, and difeovered at the fame 
time that the two companies of fepoys which he commanded, had 
no ammunition. Intelligence was fent of this negledt to Colonel 
Popham, and at the fame time confidcrable bodies of men were 
obferved croffing the river in boats from Ramnagur to Shewallah. 
With the company, therefore, that went with a fupply of ammu¬ 
nition, a meflage was fent from Mr. Haftings, which, Mr. Mark¬ 
ham fays, they were obliged to make a verbal meffage, becaufe the 
durbar was broke up, and there was no moonfhee to write a letter. 
The purport of this meffage was, that if a life were loft, Cheyt 
Sing fhould anfwcr for it. Cheyt Rain, who was inftructcd to de¬ 
liver this meffage, was an old Iran, near feventy years of age, who 
had always been employed both- by Mr. Markham and his prede- 
ccffor, in delivering nieffages to Cheyt Sing, in the fame manner 
as a man of limilar degree was employed in carrying meffages from 
Cheyt Sing to Mr. Markham. Noble Lords would obferve, that* 
the meffage was couched in terms of menace*—and neceffarily fo 
couched, for it was intended by that meffage not to provoke the tu¬ 
mult, but, if pofliblc, to prevent it, by exciting Cheyt Sing’s ap- 
prehenfions for his own fate. This man accompanied the party that 
Lieutenant Birrcll commanded, and being known, was permitted 
to pafs on to the prefence of the Rajah, where he delivered his mef¬ 
fage, as fomc affidavits fay, paflionatcly and violently ; and it was 
very natural for the men who made thofe affidavits to conceive fo, 
even though the Chubdar had merely delivered the meffage precifpiy 
•as it was given to him* But whether he delivered it as the affida¬ 
vits ftate it, whether, as Mr. Markham thinks, he did not ftep 
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beyond the commifiion that was entrufted to him, it is proved, be¬ 
yond all poflibility of doubt, unlefs the Court conceive all the wit- 
neffes to have been perjured, that the attack began from the Rajah’s 
troops without , before Chej t Ram had delivered the meffage within. 
Lieutenant Birrell diftinftly fwears, that after his company appeared 
in front of Shewallah, they were inftantly fired upon, and feveral 
were killed and wounded by the firft difeharge. This was the Cigna! 
for the {laughter within. The juft conelufion, then, from all r thc 
evidence was this, that as loon as Mr. Markham had quitted the 
Rajah, and his feveral commanders were imprudently admitted to 
his prefence, mcafures were taken for his refcuc. Four thoufand 
regular forces were collected in a ftiort time, and the refcuc was 
effedted. His Lord (hip deli red’noble Lords would attend to the 
next ftep taken by Chcyt Sing. Mcficngers were fent to Fyzabad, 
as appeared by Mr. Markham’s evidence, to tell the Begum what 
had happened : this was cn the 16th, and by the 21ft of Au- 
guft, large bodies of treops were in motion in the road from Fy¬ 
zabad, a circumftnnce w hich, among many others, proved a pre¬ 
vious concert between Cheyt Sing and the Begum. 

It was clear, therefore, Lord Thurlow faid, that the refeue was 
not occafioncd by the meffage delivered by Cheyt Ram ; that it was 
not the confequcnce of a fudden affray ; that the populace were ig¬ 
norant of all that was peff.ng, fincc it is proved that no one inha¬ 
bitant of Benares was a party to the affair. The next queflion to 
confidcr was, whether the arreft was in itfelf fo difgraccful, as to 
drive the Rajah to refiftance, rather than fubmit to fuch an indig¬ 
nity ? Here, his Lord (hip faid, they had the evidence of every 
gentleman examined, to prove that it was no more an indignity to 
him, than it w'ould be to any ether perfon. It was in proof that 
arrefts were common throughout the cou'ntry, and the only mode 
of proceeding. In 1772, Mahomed Rcza Cawn, the Naib of 
. Bengal, was arrefted, and brought down a prifoncr to Catcutta, by 
orders from the Court cf Directors. In 17 S 9, the Rajah of Burd- 
wan, a man infinitely lr’gher in rank than Cheyt Sing, was fined 
five thoiifand rupees by Lord Cornwallis, for not obeying orders re¬ 
lative to the tranTmiflion of lonje revenue papers to Calcutta ; and 
on a delay in payment, he was ordered to be arrefted, and if he did 
not pay the money in twenty-four hours, to be fent prifoncr to Cal¬ 
cutta. ' It was clear, therefore, that unlefs Cheyt Sing had con¬ 
ceived himfelf ripe for rdiftancc, he would have fubmitted to the 
prreft, and by that means have prevented all the confequenccs which 
he perfonally fuffered by his difobcdience. As to the remaining 
. *^>art of this allegation, he (hould not go particularly into it,' until 
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he heard the fentiments of other noble Lords. Mr. Haftings was 
changed with criminality, in refuting, after the Rajah was in open 
rebellion, to liften to his propofals of accommodation. He pre- 
fumed, until he heard the contrary, that no noble Lord would think 
Mr. Haftings could have ljjtcned to ovcitures, which all the tcfti- 
niony plainly evinced were made with an intent to lull Mr. Haftings 
into temporary fecurity. To treat with him, appeared to his Lord- 
flu p to be impofliblc, and that was the general opinion. Mr. 
Haftings had wifely corrected, in the new airangai.cn rs. the mi'.lakes 
of the former. He raifed the Company’s rent to touv lacks of ru¬ 
pees—a fum which the country could well ?fiord to pay, fr r-.ufe it 
paid it from the year 1782 to this day. lit v.ouV r.fii allow the 
new Rajah to retain forts nor a military i< i v?vt Mr. Haf¬ 

tings left imperfect, Lord Cornwallis very . i.e'.y mMo .. ;muV-dy 
perfedt, by placing the Rajah on the footing of every Bengal Zen in- 
dar, and committing the entire government of the country to the 
Englifh rclidcnt. 

Iiis Lordfhip faid, that in the fettlemcnt made with Cheyt Sing, 
in 1775, there appeared to him to be a radical defeat. The Ra¬ 
jah was placed fo near to independence, that the moment he con¬ 
ceived independence to be within his grafp, he naturally attempted 
to attain it. On reading the minutes of that day, Mr. Barwcll ap¬ 
peared to him to fee the matter in its true point of view: he would. 
either have made the Rajah completely independent, or have placed 
him entirely under the control of the Btitifh Government. 

His Lordfhip faid, he was net aware that he had omitted to Hate 
any material point; but he tr ufted in their Lorufhips’ indulgence for 
permiflion to intrude upon them again, if neceflary; and would 
now content himfclf with moving, “ That the Commons had made 
good the firft article, in as far as it related to Mr. Haftings’s pre¬ 
ferring falfc and malicious charges againft Cheyt Sing, and arrefting 
his perfon." 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, that if he had formed an 
erroneous judgement, he anxioufly wifticd to change his opinion ; 
but nothing that he had yet heard had induced him to alter it; nor 
had any of the many obfervntiuns which the noble and learned Lord 
had made, taken off the itnprcftion which the facts Bated in die 
charge had made.on his mind. It had not been proved, to his 
convidtion at leaft, that the delegation of the powers of the Gover¬ 
nor General and Council to himfelf, alkdgcd in the former part of 
, the charge, was icjnl; or, admitting for a moment that it was a 
legal delegation, it had not been proved that the delegation had been 
made for any fuqh ufs and purpofe as the defendant made of it, by 
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arrefting Cheyt Sing, and treating him with all the indignity and 
rigour that he had compelled him to endure. The noble and learn¬ 
ed Lord had Hated various precedents of delegation of the powers 
of the Chief in office in India, and his Council to that Chief, but 
he utterly denied that there was the fmtlleft analogy in any one of 
thofe precedente to die cafe in queftion. In the cafes cited by the 
noble Lord of the delegation of the powers of the Britifli Govern¬ 
ment in India to the Chief in office, they were every one of them 
delegations of power for the exprefs purpofe of enabling the Chief 
to perform a Angle, Hated, and important ad, with a view to the 
attainment of fome one great and fpecific objed. Taking it for 
granted, therefore, that the delegation of the powers to Mr. Has¬ 
tings was legally made, let their Lordfhips look to the minute of 
the Board, entered on the confutations, to fee for what exprefs pur¬ 
pofe it had been made. The minute Hated, that the Governor 
General was invcHcd with “full power and authority to form fuch 
arrangements with the Rajah of Benares, for the better government 
and management of his Zemindarv, and to perform fuch ads for 
the improvement of the intcrcH which the Company poffdfcs in it, 
as he fhall think fit and confonant to the mutual engagements fubfifi- 
ing between the Company and the Rajah.” 

His Lnnlfhip reafoned pointedly upon the terms of expreflion* 
"Smd on the reafonablc inference icitilting from the whole of the mi¬ 
nute. The word ‘ arrangements,’ he contended, plainly implied 
that the Governor was to arrange fuch ads as he fhould think con¬ 
fonant to the mutual engagements fubfifiing between the Company 
and the Rajah, in an amicable w r ay, and not to deal with him in 
the harfii and hoflile manner which Mr. Hafiings had taken upon 
himfelf to adopt. Having difeufifed this very fully, the Earl faid, 
with regard to the other fads allcdged as crimes and mifdtmcanors, 
whatever inconfifiency there might be in the Commons having pre¬ 
ferred the charge, while they enjoyed the benefits arifing from the 
ads of Mr. Hafiings, he was not now to confider. An accufaticn 
Hated to be criminal was preferred by a body competent to prefer 
it j and it was fyis duty, as a judge, to confider whether the charge 
was proved or not, and to confider that only. He Hill thought that 
Mr. Hafiings was aduated by motives of revenge in w riting the 
letter that he did write to Cheyt Sing, and alfo in putting him un¬ 
der an arrefi. He again referred to the defence of Mr. Hafiings, 
tirhere that gentleman faid, that while he thought Cheyt Sing had 
him and not the Company for his ohjed, a fine of forty or fifty 
lacks would, he conceived, be a fuffieient puniflunent for his of¬ 
fence. He entered into a long argument, as to the legality of the 
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delegation, and faid, that at all events Mr. Haftjngs was not em¬ 
powered by that delegation to arreft the perfon of Cheyt Sing, for 
the purpofe of exacting from him a fine of forty or fifty lacks; and 
again declared, that, in his opinion, Mr. Haftings had been in¬ 
duced to make that exaction from motives of private revenge and 
refentment. * 

Lord THURLOW rofc and faid, that, after having fo fully ex¬ 
plained to their Lordfiiips that the pafifage quoted by the noble Lord 
was neither written by Mr. Haftings, nor. even feen by him, until 
he heard it read in the Houfc of Commons, he did not expert 
that any ftrefs would be laid upon it. He wifticd, however, 
as the noble Lord did profefs to quote it, he would quote it as it 
really flood. The paffage did not run as the noble Lord had ftated, 
but in the following words:—“ So long as I conceived Cheyt Sing’s 
mifcondu£f and contumacy to have me rather than the Company for' 
its object, or at lcaft to be merely the effe& of pernicious advice, 
or mifg aided fully, without any formal defign of op.*nly refifting our 
authority, or difehiming our fovcrcignty, I looked upon a confide- 
rable fine as fuflieient both for his immediate punifiiment, and for 
binding him to future good behaviour.” Lord Thurlow faid, he 
was fure that the noble Lord would have flic candour and the juf- 
ticc to fay, "hat this paflage was very different indeed from his 
Lordfliii.'s ft.itcmcnt of ir. 

i.uid CAERNARVON admitted, that there was a difference, 
which, in the hurry of (peaking, he had certainly omitted to ftate. 

The Eavl of MANSEIEf.D faid, he wifhed that the picfent 
queftion had been divided into two fubjefts of difeuffton, to avoid 
the dilemma of determining on the guilt or innocence of a perfon 
who had obtained great advantages, which the Public had appro¬ 
priated to itfelf, while they profecuted the perfon for the a£t pro¬ 
curing thole advantages for them. In altnoft everv point, he agreed 
moft completely with the noble and leamcvl Lord who, with fo 
much ability, andfo much to his own honour, had fully inveifigat¬ 
ed the prefent charge. On a (ingle point he had a doubt, though 
he confcffed it was but a doubt; yet, ftanding as he did in the 
awful, and he would adij, to him, the tremendous character of a 
judge, he deemed it his duty to ftate his feelings to their Lordfiiips, 
and in as few words, conlidering the latenefs of the hour, as he 
poflibly could. He fully concurred with the noble and learned 
Lord in opinion, that the right of the Britifti Government to de¬ 
mand military aid of Cheyt Sing, in war, was proved beyond a pof- 
fibility of queftion. Indeed he was aftonifticd that men of luch ta¬ 
lents as thofe who managed the impeachment, could have enter- 
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tained a doubt upon the fubjcCt. He was equally convinced* tliat 
there was not the flighted reafon to doubt the right of the Britiih 
Government to demand the afliftancc of a body of a cavalry from 
Chcyt Sing; and there was not any thing like a fufpicion that could 
arife, he conceived, in the mind of any man, that in making and 
enforcing thefe demands, Mr. Haftings was actuated by malicious 
motives. Equally convinced was he that the conduCi of Cheyt 
Sing was highly contumacious and refractory, and that it deferved 
punifhmcnt. “ God forbid!” faid his Lordfhip, “ that I fhould 
lay the flighted ftrefs upon any expreflions in a defence, which, it 
is fully proved, Mr. Haftings never wrote, and the objectionable 
parts of which he never faw; however imprudent I may conceive 
Mr. Haftings to have been in prefenting fuch a defence at the bar of 
the Houfe of Commons. As to the arreft of Chcyt Sing, as a 
judge, I can fee nothing criminal in the aCt; though, as a States¬ 
man, I think it was rath, precipitate, and unwife, under all the 
circumftanccs of the cafe. Coupling the arreft with the purpofc in¬ 
tended by it, namely, taking from him forty or fifty lacks of rupees, 
I much doubt whether the fine was not fo heavy as to be deemed 
cxceflivc. But when I confider that Mr. Haftings a£h:d, as in 
my confcicnce I believe he did, .from the pureft motives—when, 
after the moft careful and attentive examination of the evidence, I 
can find nothing that induces me to believe he was actuated by a 
corrupt or a malicious motive—when 1 confider the alarming ftatc 
of India at that momentous period, furrounded as Mr. Haftings 
was by enemies, and in hourly expectation of the arrival of a i>ow- 
crful armament from France—when I reflect that, under Provi¬ 
dence, he was the happy inftrument of preferving that valuable 
empire to Great Britain, and that every meafurc he took had no 
other objeCt than the prefervation of the empire; I cannot bring 
myfelf to think that the mere miftakc in the amount of the fine 
which ought to have been levied upon Chcyt Sing, is an aCt of 
criminality; and the more efpecially, as Mr. Haftings did not con¬ 
vert (tie money to his own ufc, but applied it to the prefling exi¬ 
gencies of die fervicc of the Biitifli Government in India.” An 
additional reafoir for his wifhing that the*arreft had been feparafed 
from the confideration of all that palled after the rebellion of the 
Rajah, his Lordfhip faid, was bccaufc Mr. Haftings was clearly 
juflified in the whole of his fubfcquent conduct by every principle 
of policy and prudence. In order to determine how far Mr. Haft- 
ings was warranted in dealing with Chcyt Sing, as he conceived 
Sujah Dowlah would have dealt with him under the fame circum- 
ftanees, or as any other abfolutc Prince would have dealt with lus 
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dependent, as in the cafe of the failure of obedience due from a 
vaflfal to his liege Lord in feudal times; it was neccfiary, in the 
one inflance, to examine and to afeertain what the principles of the 
feudal fyftcm were; and in the other, what were the known prin¬ 
ciples of the fyftcm of government pra&ifcd under the abfolute, 
Princes of India, before their Lordfhips took upon them to decide, 
whether the punilhment inflicted on Chcyt Sing was warranted by 
his difobediencc and contumacy. 

The hiftory of India, his Lordfhip faid, as far as he had made 
himfelf mailer of it, afforded abundant proof that fine and confine¬ 
ment were the ufual modes of puniftiment adopted by the abfolute 
Princes of that part of Afia, when their dependents had been guilty 
of disobedience and. contumacy. The Earl faid, to his furprife, it 
had been much infilled on in Weftminfter Hall, that Cheyt Sing 
was an independent fovercign Prince, or Lord : whereas it was clear 
beyond all queftion, that he was to all intents and purpofes a de¬ 
pendent, firft on Sujah Dowlah, and afterwards on the Britifh Go¬ 
vernment in India, and confequently refponfiblc to Mr. Haftings, 
in his character of Governor General, for the whole of his cdndudt. 

“ On thefe confidcrations, therefore, and thofc I have before 
ftated,” faid his Lordihip, “ I ihail certainly concur with tlie noble 
and learned Lord in voting, that the Commons have not made 
good this part of the firft article.” 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he would not go over the 
feels that constituted the charge again, having fo fully done that laft 
week; he would only make a few obfervations relative to the feel¬ 
ings, which, fpcaking as a judge, impreffed his mind on the occa- 
fion. He faid it was a known principle of Englhh law, that 
every offender under the Britifh Government ought to have his pu- 
nifhment meafured ad tnodum delifti, and that the idea that a Bri¬ 
tifh Governor, amenable to the fovereignty of Great Britain, was 
juftified in ailing as an abfolute and defpotic fovereign Prince, was 
not to be tolerated. Mr. Haftings had no authority to adt as a de¬ 
fpotic fovereign, and it was evident from his own words, that he 
did not proceed to punilh Cheyt Sing ad modum delifti, but fub mods 
Sujah Dowlah. He would not allow the inflance of the obedience 
of a vaffal to his liege Lord in feudal times to be quite parallel and 
ftridlly in point, and he conceived that if the motives of Mr. Hafl- 
ings were to govern their Lordfhips, they were to look to Mr. 
Haftings’s own avowal of the nature of his motives and principles. 
His Lordfhip added much qther argument in fupport of the chatge, 
in reply to what had fallen from Lord Thurlow and the Earl of 
Mansfield. 
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Th* Marquis of LANSDOWNE began a very ft rung fpeech, 
with declaring that much piraife was due to their Lordfhips, for the 
calm, deliberate, and grave manner in which they had taken up 
the bufinefs, and proceeded to go through the charges. Such con¬ 
duit, in his mind, did the Houfe the hujheft honour. He ridi¬ 
culed the pretenfions to rank, refpeit, and royalty fet up for Cheyt 
Sing. Having heard fo much of his importance, he had been at 
fame trouble to afeertain who that great man was, and in confe- 
quencc of his rcfearches, he was enabled to declare, that Chdyt 
Sing had no line of anccftry to be proud of, no honourable lineage 
to boaft; his grandfather was an adventurer of fame parts, who 
made his way by dint of ability and intrigue, as moll adventurers 
do, and by thof* means he got pofieflion of Benares, and oufted 
the former holder of the didrifts and revenues belonging to it; his 
foil, Bchvant Sing, who fuccceded him, had hot equal parts (for it 
does not always happen that a fan inherits his father’s fenfe and ta-. 
lents,) was anodier intriguer; and his grandfon, Cheyt Sing, a 
third intriguer. Each threw off the rightful fovereign, and the laft 

wqpld have intrigued for that purpofe, probably with the Eaft-India 
Company, and to the fame effcfl, if Mr. Haftings had not pru¬ 
dently checked his ambition. When he heard the abufe that had 
been thrown on Mr. Haftings, and faw him, like Sir Walter Ra¬ 
leigh, compared to a, fpider of Hell, he was not only anxious to 
know the extent of his conduit, under all the circumftances of the 
time that he was Governor General of India, and particularly what 
the authority and powers were under which he acted. With this 
latter view, he had inquired for Mr. Haftings’s commiflion, and 
was aftoniflied when he found it to be fo extremely Ihort and com- 
prehenfive. Seeing that, he afked for his instructions, for every 
one of their Lordlhips who had been in office, well knew that when 
a new Governor was fent out to any of Ills Majcfty’s American co¬ 
lonics, or Britifh dependencies abroad, it was not only ufual to give 
him a,Jong commiflion deferibing his powers, but to accompany it 
with a fet of inftcuftions, in order to provide, as much as poflible, 
for the objects in contemplation of His Majefty’s Minifter3 at the 
time. Was thft the cafe with Mr. Haftings? Nothing like- it. 
He held his commiflion in his hand, the Marquis faid, and he 
would read it to their Lordfhips. It was but fhort. The purport 
of it was, .that the Directors of the Eaft-India Company appointed 
Warren, Haftings, Efq. Governor- General of all their poftcflions 
k in India, and inverted him with the whole government civil and 
military. With refpcfl to inftrutlions, Mr. Haftings. did not 
carry out a Angle line. His commiftion was his. folc authority; 
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and would any man, after hearing what he had juft dated, venture 
to afTert that Mr. Haftings, as Governor General of India, was 
not to be confidered as an abfolutc Sovereign Prince in India? He 
was fo to all intents and purpofes, and it would have been abfurd 
to have expeited any good to refult from his government, if he 
were viewed in any other light. 

The Marquis inftanccd the fervices of Lord Cornwallis, and 
faid, great and important as thofe fervices were, the noble Lord 
could not have atchicvcd them, if he had not been allowed to exert 
abfolutc power. He was aware that he poflefled, and he had ex- 
crcifed it in various inftancss much to his own honour, and the ad¬ 
vantage of the Company, and the Britilh interefts in India. On the 
other hand, he thought, what Mr. Haftings perhaps would not be 
plcafcd to hear, that he did not ftand entitled to have his conduit 
tried by the principles of Knglifh juftice. If it had been practicable, 
he ought to have Mahomedan judges and a Mahomcdan jury. ,It 
was not poflible that Britifh judges and Britifli jurors could be com¬ 
petent to decide on conduit arifing out of circumftances fo new to 
Britiftiears, fo irreconcileable to Britifli cuftoms; the genius of the 
Government being free and liberal, all pradticcs under it were ne- 
ceftarily governed by the fame principles of freedom and liberality. 
Not fo the conduit of arbitrary Sovereigns ; the minds of their fub- 
jeits being familiar with the fight of unlimited power in daily excr- 
cife, they complained not of injuftice, and fuffered without a mur¬ 
mur, when they were confcious they only fuffered one day, what 
might he the lot of their neighbours the next. From this view of 
defpotifm, and the conduit of defpotic Princes, the Marquis faid, 
he confidered it as downright nonfenfe to talk of applying the precepts 
of the Chriftian religion, and the principles of Englifti government, 
to fubjeits accuftomed to live under Mahomcdan laws, Mahome- 
dan cuftoms, and the fyftem of oppreffion praitifed under the go¬ 
vernment of abfolutc Princes. 

The great, and indeed only, queftions in the cafe of Mr. Haft¬ 
ings ought to be thefe:—Had he governed India to the fatisfa&ion 
of the people ? and had he improved the intcreft which his native 
country had in thofe diftant poffeflions ? Thefe would have been the 
only queftions which the late King of Pruffia, the greateft and wifeft 
man of the age, would have afleed Mr. Haftings, if he had poflefs- 
ed fo rich a dominion and fo meritorious a fervant. That able 
ftatefman and profound politician would have dealt with a perfon 
holding and exercifing a diftant government of great importance and 
authority in this way. He would have looked to the general refult 
of his Governor’s conduit. He would have faid, “ I- fent you to 
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rule over an extenfive territory, peopled with thirty millions of fqb- 
je&s. I entrufled you with five millions of revenue for the fupport 
of your government, and I gave you unlimited powers. Have you 
abufed thofc powers; have you embezzled the revenues entrufled to 
your management? have you Injured jhc fubje&s put under your 
protc&ion r or have you diminifhed the extent of my territories ?” 
Had fueh queftions been put to Mr. Haftings, what w’ould have 
been the anfwcr ? 

The anfwcr their Lordfhips well knew, becaufe it was . the Inn- 
" guage of truth : —“ I came to the government, when its refources 
fcarcely exceeded three millions a year-,—When I left it, they were 
incrcafed to five millions five hundred thoufand pounds a year. I 
enlarged your dominions, and I left the people happy and contented, 
and pleafed with my conduit.” The King of Prufiia, fatisfied 
with fuch an anfwcr, would have inquired no farther. He would 
not have defeended to inquire into the minutiae of his government, 
to be laborioufiy employed in tracing out every peccadillo and miftake 
arifing from error of judgement; he would not have been trying his 
Governor for years together after his return home, in order to dif- 
cover fome pitiful drawback from fervices the moll meritorious and 
ufeful to his country. He would have acknowledged that Mr. 
Haftings had made a beneficial ufe 6f the abfolutc power lodged in 
his hands. The Marquis trufted, that no perfon would conftrue 
what he had faid, as intending to caft a reflection on the Houfe of 
Commons for preferring the aecufation. Their motives were per¬ 
fectly pure he was convinced. He concluded by declaring, that he 
'ihould not finally vote, yet he had examined the charge with the 
clofeft attention; he was fatisfied, that inflead of malicioufly perfe¬ 
cting and eagerly opprefling Chcyt Sing, Mr. Haftings had mani- 
fefted patience and forbearance even to a "bl am cable degree, and 
was convinced in his confcicnce that Mr- Haftings ought to be ac¬ 
quitted of every part of the charge. 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, that when he confidcrcd the 
^aecufation preferred againft Mr. Haftings, which wns'of the moft 
grave and important nature, he could not, confiftently with what 
he. thought due to the character in which he fat in the Houfe, con¬ 
tent himfelf by giving a lilent vote, the more fo, as, after the 
fulleft examination of it, he ihould vote for the entire acquittal of 
Me* Haftings. His Lordifhip faid, he could not agree with tire 
noble Marqujs that it wa? of any confequence to the merits of the 
caufe, whether Cheyt Sing could boaft of a long line of anceftry or 
pot. Be he of ever fo obfeure origin, he was entitled to juftice as 
' individual, as much as any other man ftanding in the fame rela- 
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tion to the Britifh Government in India. Neither could he concur 
with the noble Marquis’s idea, that Mr. Mailings ought to be tried 
by Mahotnedan judges and a Mahomedan jury. A Britifh fubjedt 
was entitled by Britifli laws, to be tried by a Britifh jury and Bri¬ 
tifh judges, adling upon the principles of juflice, recognized and 
cftabliflied under the Britifh ConPtiturion. Mr. Mailings had been 
tried by the highcfl Court in the kingdom, and he had no doubt- 
but the Court would continue to proceed with that temper, impar¬ 
tiality, and faiinefs, which had on all occaflons fo eminently diftin- 
guifhed its character. 

The Bifliop proceeded to a very minute and accurate examination 
of the facts alledgcd in the charge as crimes. He began this head 
of his fpeccn with obferving upon the tenure under which Cheyt 
Sing held his Zemindary, and the duties that were impofed upon 
him. lie proved, by a reference to the evidence, that he had vio¬ 
lated all tire conditions of his tenure, and faid it was clearly made 
out, that he h.id invariably (hewn himfclf a difloval and difaffc&ed 
fubjcdl—that he had actually forfeited his Zemindary, and that, in 
point of fail, if Mr. Mailings were ccnfurable at all, it was for a 
foolifh partiality to Cheyt Sing, which led him to pay too little at¬ 
tention to the complaints, which, for a fcrics of years, had been 
made to him again! t Cheyt Sing. It was not poflible, he faid, to 
impute a criminal intention to Mr. Mailings; and thinking, as his 
Lordfhip faid he did, that the Zemindary was forfeited, it was im- 
pofTiblc for him to condemn that gentleman for .intending to impofe 
a heavy fine upon him for his manifold delinquencies. The Bifhop 
declared, that he never would impute criminal intentions to any 
man, but where the fact, as in the cafe of murder, was malum 

t er J e% 

His Lordfhip concluded by declaring that he fhould vote againft 
the motion. 

The queftion was then put, and the Not-Contents were declared 
to have it. 

Wednesday , II th March . 

The Earl of GUILFORD gave notice, that on Monday fe’n- 
night he fhould move their Lordfhips for a Committee to inquire 
into the State of the Nation, and he now moved that their Lord- 
fhips be fummoned for that day. Ordered. 

Friday, 13 th March . 

The order of the day being read, that the bill for railing a loan 
of eighteen millions be read a fccond time. 
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Thq Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that it was underftood, 
that the loan propofed to be granted tQ the Emperor fhould be dif- 
cuffed at the fame time as the loan for Groat Britain. Their 
Jvordihips were well aware, that the fpeculation of this Auftrian 
loan hid given rife to much gambling. It was therefore proper, 
that it fhould be as fpeedily as polilblc afcertaineJ, whether this loan 
was to take place or not ? It had been held out, that, without 
granting a pecuniary aflirtincc to the Emperor, we would not be 
able to open the next campaign with brilliancy or eftect- It was 
therefore of cor.fequencc to know' wheuier wc were, indeed, to have 
the advantage of his co-operation. In this critical lituution of the 
country, when one misfortune was treading upon the heels of ano¬ 
ther, and when every day added ionxething to the gloom inti's of the 
profped, it was material to know what was our ground of hope 
from frdh mcnfurcs, and what was the quarter on which we could 
depend for afliftance. This being the cafe, he fhould take the 
liberty to afk the noble Secretary, whom he faw* in his place, whether 
or not the loan was to be granted to the Emperor, anil whether wc 
had fuflieient foundation to expert the benefit of his co-opcration in 
the next campaign ? 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that formerly the loan had come be- 
fore the Houle in confequcnce of a meflage from His Majcfty. In 
that mefiage His Majcfty informed them, that as foon as the arrange¬ 
ments with the Emperor were finally fettled, he fhould take the 
earlieft opportunity of communicating them to the Houfc. That 
communication he had not yet been authorifed to make, and in this 
fituation he did not conceive himfclf bound to reply farther to the 
queftiens of the noble Lord. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid that from this he was to un- 
derftand that the arrangements w ith the Emperor weic not yet finally 
fettled. This being the cafe, he called upon the Houfe and the 
Public to retied in what fituation the country was placed, when at 
a period fo near the commencement of the campaign, we were igno¬ 
rant whether we were to have any co-opcration or afliftance in the 
profent calamitous war t or what were tire means by which we were 
to carry it on. 

The Loan Bill w r as read a fccond time. 

On the queftion, that the Wine Duty Bill be read a feeond time. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that this bill carried with 
it a certain degree of injuftice, which he found it his duty to oppofe— 
this bill had on the community the efftd of an ex poft fatto law, 
which operated very fevcrcly both on the merchants and purchafers 
of that commodity; the duty on wine ought not to take place .until 
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after the royal affent was given to the bill* as was the date with re- 
fpedt to tea, coffee, &d.—but here the people were taken by furprife, 
and the additional duty impofed a confidcrable time previous to tho 
palling of the bill. It was a well-known fa&, that confidcrable 
quantities of wine were bought previous to the 23d of February; 
the price was fettled and agreed for, and perhaps paid, but owing 
to the feverity of the weather it became impoffiblc to remove it from 
the licenfcd cellars; it would therefore become a fubjeft of litigation 
between the fellers and the purchafcrs which of them was to pay 
the additional duty. It wa9 not politic, he maintained, in the 
prefent critical Itatc of the nation, to irritate the fubjefts on whom 
they were obliged to lay heavy burdens; nor did he think that the 
gains would compcnfate for the diffatisfaction it would create. There 
was, the noble Earl obferved, befides this, another inconvenience 
attending the unufual period of impofing this additional duty, viz. 
that many private individuals had purchafcd a finglc pipe of wine 
for their own confumprion, which, though paid for, they were 
obliged to keep at the merchant's cellar, as their own was not 
adapted for the reception of it: it was therefore taking a mean and 
pitiful advantage of thofe private individuals to fubjefl them to the 
effect of fuch an ex piji fact a law. His Lordfiiip obferved, that the 
feffion was not fo far advanced that their Lordlhips might not, if 
they chofe fo to do, add an amendment, which would afford the 
Commons an opportunity to bring in .a new bill without the excep¬ 
tionable claufe. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that every proper method had been ‘ 
taken to give the dealers the neceffary information, taking care, 
however, to guard againft exciting an extraordinary demand for the 
wine, as that would have defeated the objedt of the bill; and there¬ 
fore, though he approved much of what the noble Earl faid, ftill hi 
mufl beg leave to differ with him in the main point. The Merchants, 
he faid, had it in their power to demaud the additional duty, and 
he knew not who had a better right to pay it than the confumcrs. 

The bill was read a fecond time and committed, together with 
the other revenue bills. 

The Houfe being refolved into a Committee on the impeach¬ 
ment of Warren Iiailings, Efq. Lord Walfingham in the chair, 

Lord THURLOW rofe to open the next article, of the allegation 
in the Benares article, which was, that after the expulfion of Cheyt 
Sing, Mr. Haftings caufed the caftle of Bidjygur, the refidence of 
Fauna, to be befieged, though (he and the women had had no con¬ 
cern in the fuppofed rebellion; that he never inquired whether the 
treafures contained in Bidjygur were the property of the women op 
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Gheyt Sing; that he Simulated the army to rapine arid outrage, by 
. the wicked orders he iffued, and that the women Were ultimately 
plundered in confequence of thofc orders. 

* His JLordlhlp faid, he would not Hop to notice the ftrnnge mode 
. ift which the article was worded; die blunder of calling the ftrongeft 
fortrefs in Hindottan after Gualior, a cattle; the attertion that it was 
the refidence of Pauna and her attendants: Their Lordfhips all 
knew that it was, ■ in fiuft, the ftrong hold of Cheyt Sing, and the 
place where he kept all his treafures. They knew that until that 
fortrefs was captured, the war could not be faid to be at end. It 
was in evidence that Cheyt Sing retired with his women from Pa- 
tecta to Bidjygur, and unwilling to Hand a flege himfelf, had quit¬ 
ted the fortrefs, carrying with him as much of his treafure as he 
could convey away, and leaving only what he could not carry off, 
with a garrifon of feven hundred men in the fort, and his mother, 
and many of the women of his family. It was in evidence alfo, 
that as foon as Mr. Hattings heard of his flight, and that he had 
left his women in the fortrefs, he earneftly recommended to Major 
Popham to treat Pauna, the mother of Cheyt Sing, with the utmoft 
tendernefs and attention, to which Mr. Hattings obferves, (he was 
entitled by her fex, her rank, and the ttation flic had filled, and 
ftill more by her misfortunes. 

The queftion for their Lordfhips’ confideration would be, whe¬ 
ther any circumftance in-the fubfequent letters of Mr. Hattings re¬ 
commended, or authorifed, or ordered, a different mode of proceed¬ 
ing to this lady. The evidence he would endeavour to flatc with 
the utmott corre&ncfs. After the fiege of Bidjygur had continued 
for almoft a month, the evidence begins by a private letter from 
Mr. Hattings to Major Popham, which is an anfwcr to one from 
Ac Major to him, which does not appear. By the anfwer it is 
clear, however, that the Rannec had made a propofal to retire from 
the‘fort on the conditions which Mr. Hattings thought unreafon-. 
able; and that, by the mode propofed, fhc might contrive to de¬ 
fraud the captors- of a confiderable part of the booty or reward to 
which he thought they were fo well entitled. Mr. Hattings fays he 
can make no obje&ion; that Major Popham mutt be the bett judge, 
and that he will certainly ratify any thing Major Popham has en¬ 
gaged for; but he politivelv declares that he never will allow her 
' toehold any land or authority in the Zemindary, without being 
jSpbjcd to the authority of the Zemindar. This letter is dated the 
'/it 2d of O&obcr 1781. 

. In a fecund letter, dated the 3d of November, Mr. Hattings 
eKpreflcs his readinefs to comply with all Ac conditions on which 
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Pauna had agreed to furrender the fort; that is, (he had- preferred . 
certain conditions hcrfelf, to which Mr. JHaftings fully eonfents ; ■ 
but adds, that if, after he .has confcnted to her own propofal, (he. 
docs not give up the fort in twenty-four hours, he (hall confider her 
refufal as a wanton affront^ that he will then grant her no condi¬ 
tions, , but leave her expofed to thofe dangers which (lie chufes to 
rifque, rather than truft to the generofity and clemency of the 
Englifli government. If. (he complies, fays Mr. Mailings to Ma¬ 
jor Popham, it will be your part to fecure the fort and the pro¬ 
perty it contains for the benefit of yotirfelf and detachment. 

Lord Thurlow faid, that he believed there was not one fyllable in 
thefc letters which was intended to produce, or which could poflibly 
produce, the eflfctt ftated in the article. 

It was impoflible that thefe private letters to Major Popham. 
could have fli mutated the army to rapine or outrage, for the con¬ 
tents of them never were communicated to the army: The firft 
contained an opinion, that the officers and foldiers competing the 
belieging army were entitled to the treafures which were in Bidjy- 
gur; the latter repeated the fame opinion. 

It was alfo impoflible, that when the fort was furrendered, 
Pauna, her relations, and dependents, (hould have been plundered 
in confcquence of the fpirit of rapacity excited by the orders of Mr. 
Haflings, bccaufe it was proved in evidence, by Major Popham, 
that the accident happened owing to an outpoft not having been 
withdrawn agreeably to his orders. Mr. Haflings is next accufed 
of endeavouring, by various artifices and devices, to retradl his 
own declaration and permiflion to the army to (hare the plunder, 
and to recover the fpoil which they had divided. Failing in that, 
he attempted to obtain it as a loan, of which being alfo difappoint- 
cd, he was altogether fruflrated as to the attainment of the object 
of his journey to Benares. 

Lord Thurlow faid, he was utterly at a lofs how to treat this 
part of the charge as a crime; but as there certainly appeared to 
be fomerhing exceedingly (habby and unbecoming a great character 
in fuch a mode of proceeding, he thought it but right to lay the 
whole evidence before their Lord(hips, for their confiJcration. 

Bidjygur furrendered on the 1 oth, after a breach was made, 
which the fpringing of a mine would verv loon love, o-ut- *ed prac¬ 
ticable. Immediate notice was ; eiu ir Mr. thduugs of the fin ren¬ 
der. It docs not appear that any letter was written to Mr. Mail¬ 
ings on the 1 ith; on the 12 th there was a letter from Major Pop¬ 
ham to-Mr. Haflings, but without any mention of ihe diviiiun of 
the plunder. Captain Calcraft, aid-de-camp to Major Popham^ 
Vql.XLII. Ee 
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was'deputed to Mr. Haftings, and confcffed to him that the divifion 

- of (She plunder had been made. That gentleman told their Lord- • 
/Hips w hat palled between him and Mr. Haftings; the difplcafure 
exprefled by Mr. Hattings, at the divifion having been made fo fud- 
dcnly, and without authoiity ; his pofitive denial that the letters to 
Major Popham were meant to be or could be conftrued'as an order: 
But it docs not appear that Mr. Mailings ever entertained the no¬ 
tion of retracing his opinion, which uniformly was, that the offi- 

, cers had a right to the booty, and that he w’ould exert himfelf to 
obtain it for them legally and fccurcly. My Lords, faid Lord 
Thurlow, the officers thcmfclves do not quote the tw’O letters in 
queftion as orders, after they came to the know ledge of them.— 
They fay, that the opinion of Mr. 1 ladings, fo fully correfpond- 
ing with their own, induced them to make an immediate divifion. 
Mr. Mailings in his anfwer explains himfelf molt clearly: He lavs, 

- that even if the amount had been uncommonly great, he fhould 
have hoped the Company might have had the immediate benefit of 
it, in their profiling exigences, the property being fecurcd by bonds 
to the captors; if a moderate fum, he would himfelf have autho- 
rifed the diftribution; and had he in any event thought it right to 
apply to the Board, he would himfelf have advifed the gift. Mr. 
Haftings adds, that if Major Popham conceived his private letters to 

• contain the fandtiun which he attributes to them, he is forrv that 
he did not avail himfelf of his entire knowledge of Mr. Haftings’s 
private fentiments. He defires Major Popham to fend him copies 
of all thrife letters, and particularly one of the 1 oth of November, 
written by Major Palmer, his Secretary, which comprises his opi¬ 
nions and wilhes in the fullest and molt pofitive terms. Though 
Major (now Colonel) Popham was erofs-examined at eonfiderable 
Je'ngth by the Managers, yet it is very Angular that they never did 
alk him any queftions relative to this very particular letter of Mr. 
Haftings. The Managers had the power, if they chofe to ufe it, 
of removing every doubt from the fubject: As the evidence ftood, 
it was molt dear, that at every period Mr. Haftings contended for 
the right of the army to the Bidjvgur prize-money ; but denied that 
they were authorifed by him to feizc their right, without firft apply¬ 
ing to him ; and it is equally clear that the officers do not ftate the 
'letters which arc called orders in the charge, higher than opinions, 
which entirely coincided with their own. 

/ From this review' of the evidence, and the reflections which ap¬ 
peared to hiip to arife from it, their Lordfhips would determine 
whether Mr. Haftings had a&ed that lhabby part which the Mana- 
4 gers imputed to him. He thought it no more than juftice to a man 
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who filled fo elevated a rank in life, to-ftate the fa&s fairly, though 
in truth what the Managers had charged did not amount to a crime. ' 
It was next alledgcd againft Mr. Haftings, that he adled againft His 
own declared and recorded opinions, which were, that the very 
idea of prize money was deflru&ion to the army, and ought to bo 
avoided like poil'on. Their Lordfhips would find this alfo a charge 

not amounting to a crime; but it would be fair to (bite to them 
what appeared in the evidence, and what carried convi&ion to his 
mind, that the cafe, in which Mr. Haftings ufed the expreflion al- 
luded to, was fo exceedingly different from that of Bidjygur, as to 
make it impoflible to charge him with inconfiftcncy. 

It was an hiftorical fa A, that when Cofiim Allv Cawn was 
driven out of Bengal by the Britifh army in 1763, they wrereaAing 
as auxiliaries to Mccr J a flier, who was exceedingly liberal in his t 
piomifcs to the Britifh troops, alluring them, and ufing, moil un¬ 
fortunately, a figurative expreflion, after the manner of the Oricnta- 
lilts, that when they had totally defeated and expelled Coflim, he 
would fill the enrtouch-box of every fepoy with rupees. This pro- 
mife never was pet formed ; and the army was, in confcqucnce of 
the non-pcrformancc, in a molt dangerous ftate of mutiny for feven 
months, until, by very fpirited exertions, the evil was quelled. 

In the year 1774, the Britifh army was aflfng as auxiliaries to 
Sujah Dowlah, in the Rrhilla war. 'The Rohillas were defeated 
in a general aAion on the 23d of April; the battle was entirely 
gained by the Englifli, who marched in purfuit through the enemy's 
camp, which was plundered, by a body of Sujah Dowlah's horfe 
that had not been in the engagement. This naturally occafioncd 
fume ill humour in the army, and in the progrr. :.-. of flic campaign 
fome of the officers claimed a right to take what lhould be found in 
Pcclabcct, an open dcfencelefs town. On an application on the 
fuhjedt from the Commander in Chief to Mr. Haftings, that gen¬ 
tleman gives the orders which are quoted in evidence by the Mana¬ 
gers, as contradicting—which they certainly do not in the fmalleft 
degree—the fentiments that Ms. Haftings held in 17 81. The fub- 
ftance is, that the Britifh army was adting as a ftipendiary army, 
in a fcrvicc by which the ftate of Bengal was to receive confidcrable 
benefit; that under no circumftances could they be entitled to plun¬ 
der, except in a fortrefs or camp taken by florin ; that Sujah Dow- 
lah’s rcafoning was unanfwerable. IIow could he difeharge his 
engagements with the Company, if every thing in the' Rohiila 
country became the property of the Britifh army ? 

At Bidjygur the cafe was totally different; the Company’s was 
flic principal, not the auxiliary force ; and consequently the fame 
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reafoning ivould not apply in the fmalleft degree. Lord Thurlovr 
profofl'cfj that he did not fire fo much irregularity in the mode of 
proceeding adopted by the Officers. The place itfelf muft have 
fallen in. a very few days ; and, to avoid the dreadful confequcnces 
of a ftorm, Pauna was induced to furrepder the fort, on condi rion 
of receiving 15 per cent, on the amount of the treafurcs in the 
fort; and Colonel Popham readily granted her thefe conditions. 
If, under fuch circumftances, the fortrefs was not to be deemed, 
with refpedt to plunder, a fortrefs taken by ftorm, and if it ffiould 
be a prevalent idea, that nothing could juftify plunder, but the 
a&ual capture of a fortrefs by ftorm, he was much afraid that no 
fortrefs in future would be permitted to furrender. On all grounds, 
Lord Thurlovv find, it was mod apparent, that Mr. findings was 
clearly with the officers in the queftion of their right to the property 
found in Bidjygur according to ufage; and the only point in difpute 
was, whether they were juftified in exercifing that right themfclvcs, 
under the two paffages in the private letters from Mr. Haflings to 
Colonel Popham. 

As to all the remaining parts of this charge, he imagined their 
Lordfiiips would all he of opinion that they had not been made 
good. It muft have been owing to rarelcfthefs that Mr. Haflings 
. was criminally charged for railing the public revenue from twohtn- 
•dred and thirty to four hundred thoufand pounds a year. He had 
sAieady faid, that that additional revenue had been regularly paid 
from the time it was fettled by Mr. Haflings to the prefent day. 
The remaining allegations were equally unimportant, in his mind ; 
but he would fit down without moving any queftion until he heard 
the fenti merits of other noble Lords ; for he was ferioufly anxious 
to go' into the fulleft difcuilion of every point on which there could 
be the flighted difference of opinion amongft their Lordlhips. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he had no obje&ion to 
the taking the whole of the rcfiduc of the charge on one queftion, 
becaufe Undoubtedly the plunder of the foldiery on the taking of the 
fort of Bidjygur was the main ferft allcdged in the refidue of the 
charge; but he could not help differing materially with the noble 
and learned Lord, as to his reafoning upon that fa£t, and all the 
circumftances of the cafe. He would put wholly out of the queftion 
all confideration of the fex of the Ran nee, bccaufe, though argu¬ 
ments might be drawn from it, calculated to add to the colouring, 
and heighten and aggravate the extent of the charge, they were rather 
‘ fo be regarded as an appeal to the pafiioos of their Lordfhips than 
to their judgment. With regard to the law of plunder, it was in 
itfelf an indefinite term; he conceived that nothing could property 
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be deemed plunder, that had not undergone a legal adjudication. 
Nobody would contend that an army might fpread itfelf over a coun¬ 
try and fcizc upon every fpccies of property it met with, becaufe 
that would not only prove-a total want of difeipline, but tend evi¬ 
dently to the ruin of the army itfelf. A foldier fo poffeffmg himfdf 
of the property of another, would not only in the eye of the law bfc 
individually'rcfponfiblc to the owner, but would be guilty of a cri¬ 
minal a<Sh That, however, did not immediately apply to the con- 
du£l of Mr. Haftings, in refpedt to the charge under the coniidcr- 
ation of the Committee, upon which, fpeaking as a judge, he could 
not avoid faying, he was impretTcd with a very different opinion 
from that Hated by the noble and learned Lord.—He thought the 
condudl of Mr. Haftings, throughout the tranfadtion, highly unjufti-, 
liable ; and he refted that fentiment on the proof afforded by the 
two letters, that of the 2 2d of Odlobcr, and that of November the 
3d, from which the noble and learned Lord had drawn conclufions 
, fo extremely favourable to Mr. Haftings. His Lordftiip read the 
effential part of the letter of Odlobcr 22, 1781, as follows: “ I 
am this inftant favoured with .yours of yefterday. Mine of the fame 
date has before this time acquainted you with my refolutiohs arid 
fentiments rcfpedling the Rannee (the mother of the Rajah Cheyt 
Sing). I think every demand flic has made'to you, except that of 
fafety and refpedt for her perfon, is unrcafonable. If the reports 
brought to me are true, your rejedting her offers, or any negocia- • 
tioris with her, v'ould foon obtain you poffeflion of the fort upon 
your own terms. I apprehend that (he will contrive to defraud the 
captors of a confiderable part of the booty, by being fuffered to de¬ 
part without examination: but this is your conjideraticn, and not mine . 

I ftiould be very forry that your officers and foldiers loft any part of 
the reward to which they are fo well entitled : blit I cannot make 
any objections, as you muft be the beft judge of. the expediency of 
the promifed indulgence to the Rannee. What you have engaged 
fpr I will certainly ratify,” &c. His Lordftiip proceeded to com¬ 
ment, with great pointednefs. On the language and terms of this 
letter, and reprehended every one of the ftrong paffages,. efpecially 
that in which Mr. Haftings, after exprefting his apprehenftons of 
the Rannce’s contriving “ to defraud the captors of a confiderable 
part of the booty, by being fuffered, to retire without examination,’* 
fays—“ but this is your confideration, and not mine So far from 
this being proper language and advice for Mr. Haftings to hold, he 
contended, that it was a grofs neglelt and omiflion of his duty; and,' 
coupled with the next fentcncc—“ I ftiould be forry that your officers 
and foldiers ftiould iofc any part of the reward to which,they are fo 
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well entitled," amounted not merely to a licence, but held out an 
encouragement to plunder. Having emphatically prefled his remarks 
on thefd parts of the letter of October, his Lordfhip adverted to that 
of November, and obferved upon it with equal feverity of con- 
fhru&ion. The letter of November 3, 1781, was as follows: 
“ I am willing to grant her now the lame conditions to which I at 
firft confented ; provided that (he delivers into your pofleffien, w ithin 
twenty-four hours from the time of receiving your meflage, the fort 
of Bidjygur, with the treafure and effects lodged therein by Chcyt 
Sing, or any of his adherents, with the referve only, as above men¬ 
tioned, of fuch articles as you (hall think ncccfiary to her fex and 
condition; or as you (hall be difpofcd of yourfelf to indulge her w ith. 
If Ihe complies, as I expert (he will, it will be your part to fccurc 
the fort, and the property it contains, for the benefit of yourfelf and 
detachment. I have only farther to rcquefl that you will grant an 
.cfcort, if Pauna fhould require it, to conduct her here, or wherever 
Die may choofe to retire to: But fhould lhc refufe to execute the pro- 
mife {he has made, or delay it beyond the term of twenty-four hours, 
it is my pofitivc injunction, that you immediately put a flop to any 
farther intercourfc or negociation with her, and on no pretext renew 
it. If ihe difappoints or trifles with me, after I have fubjeckd my 
.Duan to-the eiifgrace of returning ineffectually, and of courfc myfelf 
to diferedit, I fliall confider it as a wanton affront and indignity 
which I can never forgive; nor will I grant her any conditions 
whatever, hut leave her expofed to thofe dangers which lhc has 
chofcn to rifquc, rather than trufl to the clemency and gencrolity of 
our Government. I think (he cannot be ignorant of thefe corifc- 
qucnces, and will not venture to incur them ; and it is for this rea- 
fon I place a dependence on her offers, and have confcntcd to fend 
my Duan to her.” Ilis Lordfhip contended that nothing could be 
more tyrannical, arbitrary, and oppreffive, than the flylc and terms 
of this letter ; it was fuch as a Britifli Governor could fcarcely be 
warranted in having written on almoft any occalion that could pofli- 
bly have occurred ; lead of all could it, in-his mind, be juftified 
juntler the peculiar circumftances of the cafe in queftion. As to the 
fubfequent attempt to make the officers and foldiers refund tire plun- 
fler which they had been thus encouraged to take, and to pay it on 
the footing of a loan, his Lordfhip conceived it was rather to be 
treated as-matter of ridicule than of ferious argument. Their Lord- 
fhips all pretty well knew how difficult it was to get any body to 
'itfund—efpecially a victorious, foldiery. In the inftance in queftion, 

what had been the anfwers r—One officer faid, “I fliould have 

|to objedtipn j but you mult afk my creditors.—I was in debt, and 
2 
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I have applied my (hare of the money to difcharge my debts.’* An¬ 
other declared “ he never had before an opportunity to make his for¬ 
tune. He had made his fortune then, and they might get the money 
from him if they could.” And fuch were the fort of anfwcrs given," 
and the only fort of anfwers $iat were to be expedled; confequently 
the attempt to get back the money failed altogether.—With regard 
to other parts of the charge, the Lord Chancellor faid, he had dif¬ 
fered from the noble Lord before, and he ftill retained the fenti- 
ments he had Rated on that fubjedt to the Committee; he there¬ 
fore thought the conduct of Mr. Huttings, as alledgcd in that part 
of the firtt article, did amount to a high mifdcmeanor, and he 
ttiould give his vote for'the quettion, “ That the Commons had 
made good the,charges contained in the refiduc of the firft article.” 

Lord TH U RLOW, in reply, faid, that the noble and learned 
Lord had mittaken his ttatement. The firft letter to Major Pop- 
ham contained an opinion as to the beft mode of getting poffeflion 
of the fort, but pofitively refufing to allow Fauna to execute indc-. 
pendent authority in the Zcmindary of Benares. The fecond con¬ 
tained an unqualified affent to all the propofitions made by Pauna, 
on the furrendcr of the fort. It was abfolutdy impoflible that Mr. 
Haftings could be fuppofed to intend either to excite the army to ra¬ 
pine or outrage, bv anv fentiments contained in thofe letters. 

The IjORD CHANCELLOR again rofe, and faid he had no 
objection to the learned Lord’s putting all that remained of this arti¬ 
cle into one quettion. 

Lord THURLOW then moved, that the Commons had made 
good the ten remaining allegations in tljp firft article; which was 
negatived: And having gone completely through the article, Lord 
Walfingham, as Chairman, reported progrefs, and the Committee 
was appointed to fit again on Monday the 16th irtftant. 

Saturday, 14 th March . 

The Wine-duty bill, the bill for granting an additional duty on 
foreign and home fpirits, the bill for granting ditto on tea, coffee, 
and cocoa nuts, the bill for railing 18,ooo,opol. ftcrling on an¬ 
nuities, the Dutch Letter bill, &c. were read a third* time, and 
paffed. 

Monday , 1 6th March. 

The Royal affent was given by commiffion to the bills impofing 
additional duties on wines, and on foreign and Britifti fpirits, and 
about ten other bills. 
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,'JThe Commiffioners were, the Archbifliop of York, the Lord 
Chancellor, and the Earl of Mansfield. 

When the order of the day for going into a Committee on the 
impeachment of Warren Hayings, Efq. was read, 

The Duke of NORFOLK rofc, a/id faid, that previous to the 
' Houfe gping into the Committee, he wi(hed to notice the proceed¬ 
ings thkt had already taken place; his Grace in fume meafure ccn- 
fured the mode that had been adopted of putting the qucllion upon 
every individual-article of each charge, and dividing upon it: 'lhc 
decition thus given, went abroad as the vcrdill of the Houfe upon 
the charge thus difeuffed; but his Grace thought, that the Peers 
fhould each in their individual capacity, as judges in this trial, give 
their verdiiSl of Guilty or Not Guilty, upon each charge of the im¬ 
peachment as prefented at their bar by the Commons of England. 
Therefore* as he underftood that the firft charge had already received 
that-deliberation and dccifion in the Committee to which he alluded, 
and that the Committee were now going to the conlidcration of the 
fecund charge of the impeachment, he thought it proper to fugged: 
the above mode of decilion, and made a motion to that edict. 

This being objected to by Lord Thurlow, and his rcafons for 
objecting to it dated, the Duke withdrew his motion, and then 
moved, “ That the Committee of the whole Houfe be directed to 
Teport to the Houfe their proceedings upon the firft article of the 
impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq.” 

Lord THURLOW in reply faid, that if the noble Duke had 
been prefent at the commencement of the conlidcration of the mode 
of proceeding proper for thc # Houfe to adopt, as well for its own 
convenience as for the better fecuring the ends of fubftantial juliice, 
he would have heard the mode of proceeding fit to be adopted, de- • 
liberated upon with great eoolncfs and temper, and known that the 
refult had been a determination, that a Committee ftiould take the 
fevcral charges feparately into their conlidcration, and come to de- 
cifions oq fueh queftiom as they ftiould deem proper and applicable, 
and tjiat the floufo ftiould afterwards have a free and full opportu¬ 
nity of difeufling the whole of their, refolutions, and the grounds on 
which they ftood, previous to their proceeding to Wcftminftcr Hall 
to pafs judgment. With regard to himfelf, his LordIhip faid, he 
had, been perfectly indifferent, what the mode of proceeding ftiould 
be; but a Committee having been appointed, in the manner that he 
had ftated, he thought their Lordfhips had better, for the prefent, 
leave the bufinefs in the hands of that Committee. His Lord (hip 
(poke of the abfolute neceffiy of thofe who were to give a verdict on 
liny charge of a criminal nature^ previoufly to confult together, for 
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the purpofc of forming that verdidl: And dill -more neceffary was 
it, where there was a great number of judges to give a verdidl upon 
charges fo multifarious as thofc, which were to be fpund in the arti¬ 
cles of the impeachment. He put the cafe of a man jndi&ed for 
perjury and forgery in one, indidtment, and afkcd if fome confuta¬ 
tion was not abiolutcly neceffary on the part of thofc who were to 
give the verdidl, previous to their going into Court to deliver it ? 

It would, he faid, be iinpofliblc for the Houfe to determine on 
the mode propofed by .the noble Duke at prefent, becaufc the Houfe 
was not in poffeflion of the particulars that had tranfpired in the 
Committee ; a great deal of light had there been thrown upon die 
fubjedl: But till a report from the Committee \v.»s made to the Houfe, 
it would be prcfumpiious to give a verdidl; he agreed, however, 
drat when the charges had been gone through in the Committee arid 
the report made, then the mode, as propofed by the noble Duke,' 
was the moll proper to pinfuc. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he was by no means convinced 
by what had falka from the noble and learned Lord. He admitted 
that a previous confutation among thofe who were to deliver a ver¬ 
didl, was in nlrnoft all cafes nccelfary, but he thought his motion 
would tend to render the proceedings more clear and perfpicuous. 
The Duke faid, that what he meant to imprefs upon the Houfe a9 
his opinion was, that they fhould give their verdidl upon the different 
charges in die fame manner as if they attached to different and dif- 
tindl perfons, and for that reafon he had made his motion; but upon 
the obfervation of the noble and learned Lord, he now found that 
it would have been more confident with the forms of debate to have 
let the Houfe go into a Committee, and then have moved that the 
Chairman report progrefs ; however, as it was underdood that the 
Committee were to go into the fecond charge of the impeachment, 
and he wifhed the Houfe to difeufs the fird, he trailed that the Teem¬ 
ing irregularity of his moving for the report now would not be deemed 
irrelevant. His Gracc'perlidcd in his motion. 

Lord THURLOW faid, that this motion went to difeharge the 
Committee, and take the bufin /s out of their hands. 

The quedion was put, and the Msi-contents had it. 

The Houfe then rcfolvcd itfelf into a Committee, Lord Wal- 
fingham in the Chair; when 

Lord THURLOW addrefltd their Lordfhips on the matter 
contained in the fecond article. He faid, that he fhould wait until 
he heard the fenthnents of other noble Lords, ^before he propofed fo 
put only a fingle quedion upon this article, which, in his own opi¬ 
nion, would be fufficient. If any Lords fhould defire to divide it , 
Vol. XLII. F f 
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into parts, he would' propofc as many feparate queftions as there 
lhould appear to be doubts as to the innocence of Mr. Hadings. 
In his view of the fubjcft, there were but three points to be confi- 
dered in this article:—The propriety of Mr. Haftings’s conduct, 
firft in a (Tenting to the Nabob’s propofition for refuming the Jaghire?, 
and afterwards, for ufing a degree of compulfion to induce him to 
adopt that falutary meafure: Secondly, his confent to the refump- 
'tion of the treafures of his mother: And thirdly, his difobedicnce 
of (what the charge calls) the orders of the Directors, in not making 
a full inquiry into the fa<il of the Begums’ rebellion. Thefe were 
the three points, according to his idea, on which the charge turned, 
in fo far as there was any evidence produced that affe&ed Mr. Had¬ 
ings. The fuppofed treaty with the elder Begum he (liould pafs 
over, becaufc it was clear from the evidence, tliat neither the Board 
nor Mr. Hadings had authorifed Mr. Middleton to conclude any 
treaty with her. The hardfhips and didreffes which had been twice 
fudained by the women in the Khord Mohul, he fhould alfo pafs 
over; fince it was perfectly clear to him from the evidence, that 
when the humanity of an Engliih officer induced him to relieve them, 
thc'Nabob wrote a very angry letter to him, for prefuming to in¬ 
terfere in the manner he did. He fhould alfo pafs over the allega¬ 
tion of the horrid and cruel methods pra&ifed to compel the eunuchs 
to difeover the treafures of the Begum. 

There was no proof that any fuch means had been made ufe of; 
but here again, Mr. Hadings neither authorifed nor advifed horrid 
or cruel means—His orders were direct, dear, and polirivc : Fird, 
that the fervicc fhould be profccutcd until the Begum and her fervants 
were at the entire mercy of the Nabob, and their wealth fccured 
from private embezzlement; and next, it was his drenuous advice 
to the Nabob, that thcconduft of the Begum’s eunuchs, at the time 
of the rebellion, fhould be fully invedigated i and that, if on fuch 
inyedigation they (liould be found guilty, the Nabob would punifh 
them cxcmplarily, as a fi example to others. Their Lorddiips knew 
frorirthe evidence, that this advice was not followed, nor his orders 
obeyed. The eunuchs were pardoned on the condition of paying a 
certain fum from the Begum’s treafury, and it was for a deficiency 
in .performing their agreement, that they were confined from Fcbru- 
aiy to Oidober 1782, a (hoyt pait of the time in very flight irons ; 
but' the place of their confinement was a palace, and they had its 
gardens to range in. Even of this (light confinement it was in evi- 
tdcnce alfo that Mr. Hadings was ignorant, and confequently the 
propriety of his conduct tamed only on the three points which he 
. had already rncntioncd to their Lordfhips. 
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Before he confidered thefe three tranfaftions, his Lordflup faid, 
lie would mention the point of view in which the charge {truck 
him, which, though unneceffary for him to ftate tofatisfy his own 
confcience in the vote which he fhould give, did, he conceived, 
require very ferious confideration from any noble Lord, if there 
was one, who thought that the Commons had made good any one ’ 
point in this article. 

A noble and learned Lord (Loughborough,) in the difeuffion of 
the Benares article, had faid, that the managers for the Commons 
had weakened their caufe very much, by their attempts to prove 
that Chcyt Sing was an independent Prince. Had they fuccceded," 
the cafe, in the noble and learned Lord’s opinion, would have been 
very different, becaufe the diftinftion between doing an aft of in- 
jufticc to your own fubjefts, and to an independent Sovereign, or. 
the fubjefts of an independent Sovereign, was very material indeed. 
Lord Thurlow faid, that he fully concurred with the noble and 
learned Lord, and he defired him to take the diftinftion in the pre- 
fent cafe. The Commons, it is true, had affirmed in their arti¬ 
cles, that the conduft obferved towards Cheyt Sing and the Begums, 
had involved the Britifh name and charaftcr in unfpeakable difho- 
nour and difgracc in the eyes of all Afia. It had been fully proved^ 
and the laft evidence to the point was the Marquis Cornwallis, that 
if fuch confequcnccs did follow from thefe afts, nobody ever heard 
of them ; and he could have no hefitation in faying, that the allega¬ 
tion was unfounded. The queftion then would be, whether the 
Miniftcr of one llate, procuring either by management or compul- 
fipn, a mcafure to be done, which was highly advantageous to his 
own Hate, could he amenable for the aft, beeaufe it involved in it 
a degree of injuftice to the fubjefts of another ftate ? That was the 
queftion; for whatever degree of influence Mr. Haftings might 
poffefs over the Nabob of Oude, ftill he was oftenfibly an'indepen¬ 
dent Sovereign,' and it was by management alone, not by force, 
that we acquired and retained our influence over him—an influence 
which began in 1775, and continued to this day prccifcly the fame; 
as he fhould have occafion to fhew to their Lordfhips in the detail 
which he would now proceed to lay before them ; for, as the detail 
advanced, he thought it would cleatf up cvciy circumftance relative 
to Mr. Haftings. In the month of January 1775, Sujah Dowlah 
died, a Prince formed for the government of a great empire: He 
nominated, in his laft illnefs, his only legitimate fon, Afoph ul 
Dowlah, to the fucccffion. This young Prince, independent of 
his wanting all the qualifications that diftinguilhed his father’s cha¬ 
racter, fucceeded under terms that will well account for all his fub- 
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fequeot misfortunes. .His father had recently added the country of 
Rohilcund, the Dowah,, Corah, Currah, and Allahabad, to his 
'dominions. A large force was neceflary to fecure acquifitions fo 
recently attained. The army was very confidcrably in arrears, the 
exa£ amount of thofe arrears does not appear in evidence, and four 
hundred and eighty thoufand pounds were due to the haft-India 
Company. The treasury contained money enough to extricate the 
Nabob from his difficulties, amounting by common report to more 
than four millions ficrling, but fuppnfed by Mr. Briftow, on good 
information, to amount at Icaft to two millions ftcrling. T- his 
"treafure, unhappily for the Nabob, was in the Zenana of the palace 
of Fyznbad, and under the charge of the Nabob’s mother, who had 
officiated as the treafurer of Sujah Dowlah prior to Iris dcceafc. 

The charge calls thefe treaffirms valuable moveables, of which., 
as it affirms, the Begums were pofiiftcd, inord» r to enable them to 
maintain thti-own rank and clignitv, as well as for the maintenance 
of their nun .sous family ;.nd dependents. 

But the evidence j'ullv rn.vrs, that day were the public trcniurcs 
of the State, aivifid,* as the Begum’s cuimcl; confided m Mr. 
Briftow, to pre viue inf* an emergency ; and conli ov.cntly, in 
point of jufiice, 1i u w she Legum cuuui claim her ciehth ot tl.otc 
trcafurcs, the debt of the Ct.n.jcnv. and tire fums due to Sujah 
Dowlah ; s arniv at uis deevne, orHn >>' have been paid from them. 

It is impoffiblc to revh-.v, laid Lord Tlnwlow, the feenc that 
.followed without wot;;!'.r, and e\t.: indignation. 

The Nabob, w: iT: \nd iil ndvi." d, ;i Idi.riat to thofe rices the 
moft bafe anti Jign-iing to the human #h;uacler, eonvcifed the 
companions ot Iris mifcuMe pleasures tint; dehmrj-.crk.s into Mini¬ 
sters of State. His n o*lhr, as he told Colonel Gallic/,, foon after 
his aeccffion, was his bitter enemy ; and it appears by a fubfequent 
letter from her, that tl crc had ht.cn great tidier cnees between them. 
He continued in this ftatc of di it refs from his aeccffion .in January 
1775, until the month of May, when it was rather incrcafcd than 
diminifticd. But it is now material to consider the conduit purfued 
by "the -Biitifti Government, and that may be done in a very few 
words—Oh the dc:tth of Sujah Dowlah, the Council acknowledged 
his fon as Nabob of OuJc, hSt determined, againrt the opinion of 
Mr. Haftings, that the treaties fubufiing between the States of 
Bengal and Oude expired by the death of Sujah Dowlah. They 
next determine to conclude a new treaty, and to didlatc the terms 
of it. Your Lordlhips will remember, that at this time there was 
arr Englifh raiment, a company of artillery, and fix battalions of 
Sepjys in Oude, not making more than five thoufand men; bu^ 
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fuch is the reputation of the Englifti arms in Hindoftan, that merely 
to purchafe the continuance of this force Jn Qude, the Nabob, in 
May, 1775, confcnted to pay a monthly fobfidy of two lacks And 
fixty thoufaiul rupees, inftcad of two lacks and ten thoufand, which 
he had paid before, and to cede to the English for ever the rich pro¬ 
vinces of Benares and Ghaaipore. 

Your Lordfhips are now got to May 1775: The diminution of 
the Nabob’s means, and the increafe of his expenccs, kept pace 
with each other. He had obtained on loan from his mother, about 
tv.vntv- fix lacks of rupees, for which he had given in jaghire, four 
times the value. In CX%bcr 1775, when lie was very -much 
preflai for money, both by the Company and by his army, he 
commenced a negociation with his mother, through Mr. Briftow, 
of which the Governor General and Council heard not a word, un¬ 
til they heard of its couclnlion : An agreement was entered into by, 
the Nabob will 1 , the I? ■«> im, the*terms of which were, that having 
,-:l ready iccei\cd twenty -fix lacks, and being then to receive thirty 
•aeks on aeccuniof 1 L :,t,tri>n'->:y } he gave the Begum a full acquittal 
.is t<> nil the veil, ;i".l floored her jighircs to her, without interfe- 
ic:v:r, for life. Mr. Bril tow was the guamn’ec to this treaty on 
f!.e part (f the C enpauv. The impolicy of the agreement was 
m? it niJi'-arcnt; hut the Governor General and Council approv¬ 
ed it, becaufe, as they informed the Directors, the urgency of the 
cafe required it. The queftion now to confidcr will be, how Mr. 
Hafiings ailed in fupport of this guarantee, how r cvcr it might have 
been obtained, or however-impolitic was the meafurc itfelf. It ap¬ 
pears from all the evidence, that between the year 1775, when it 
was granted, and the year 1781, when it was withdrawn, Mr, 
Hafiings moll punctually obferved it, and feemed to decide cm all 
difputed points more in the Begum’s favour than (he really de- 
ferved. 

The firft application made to the Board, in Calcutta, fubfequent to 
the guarantee, came, as your Ixirdfiiipe will recoiled!, from the 
Begum herfclf, in December 1775. * In the letter, which is a 
very long and a very curious one, (he highly blames the meafures 
of her fon: She dcfircs Mr. Hafiings to caufe Elige Cawn to be ap* 
pointed the Minifter, and to caufe the Nabob to difmifs Murteza 
Cawn, who was at that time the Minifter; and then (he adds, 
“ I will caufe the revenues, and the dues to the Englifti Chiefs, to 
be paid.” The Board are (truck with the ftyle of the letter; and 
Mr. Francis fays, that it feems very extraordinary that this lady 
ihould prefume to talk of governing kingdoms and appointing MU 
pifters. He adds, that fuch language is Angular in a country where 
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women are not allowed a free agency in the moil trifling domcflic 
circumftances. Mr* Frtmcis conceived the letter not to be of her 
writing, hut of otte^of^hcr eunuchs, probably of the peitfon who 
brought it to Calcutta. The difpute between the Nabob and the 
Begum related to the payment of the thirty lacks; Ihc ofleBcd to 
liquidate eleven lacks of the demand, »by giving horfes, elephants, 
somcls, artillery, arms, and ammunition; and the Nabob very 
naturally aiked what claim ihe could make to mufqucts and guns ? 

The fadt is of conl'oquence, as in the courfc of the corrcfpondcncc 
your Lordftiips will fee thefpirit which actuated this lady: In one 
of her letters to Mr. Briftow flic fays, “ You were a party to the 
'agreement—let me have my money back ; do you remain neuter, 
and then let Afoph ul Dowlah and his Minifler, in any manner 
■they can, take the money from me: By the blcfling of God they 
will then fee the confcqucnccs.” In a lct*T fiom Mr. Briftow to 
the Beard, he fays, the Begum, '*hilc the complains of the Nabob 
and his Minifler, forgets die improper conduct of her own fervants, 
who preferve a total independence of the Nabob’s authority, refufc 
obedience to his perwannahs, and heat the officers of his govern¬ 
ment, In a letter to the Begum, fix months after the guarantee, 
Mr. Briftow tells her, that the Nabob propofes one method which 
will cut off all future difputcs: It is, that flie gives up her jaghircs, 
and receives the value in money ; for, as his Excellency oblcrvcs, 
two rulers are too much for one country. 

Infpcakingof the Begum as acting with this degree of violence, 
I do not mean to fay (he fliould be made penally rcfponfible. I 
think there is a great deal of good fenfe and jufticc in a remark of 
one of the Managers, that a woman in India of high rank, is not 
only immured, but enffirined in the Zenana. I think too, that 
any pcrfonal indignity offered to a woman of high rank, mult very 
,much fliock the people of India: But if, by fome ftrange impolicy, 
fuch as happened in the inftance before your Lordfhips, immenfc 
landed property, and a military force to pretedt it, are granted to a 
lady of high rank, her agents mult be ftrictly rcfponfible for all the 
a£t« done in her name; and therefore, in fpeaking of the Begum’s 
concern in the rebellion, I do not mean to fay that Ihc could be 
made rcfponfible, farther than by depriving her of treafures of which 
die could! not poflibly make any ufc, and which her agents had 
soften employed for the deftrudiibn both of her fon’s and the Britilh 
Government. 

Your Lordftiips have doubtlefs obferved by the evidence, which 
contains the feries of letters lhatpaffed from 1775 to 1781, between 
die Boiyrd ami the refidents at Qpde, and from which a very cor- 
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reft hiftoiy can be formed of the ftate of the ooutttrj, that whether- 
Mr. Haftings was in a majority, or in a ■Mho(fey; whether Mr.' 
Briftow, Mr. Middleton, or Mr. Purling, uras the resident j the 
fpecies of influence employed over the Nabob, his diftbeftes, and 
the confufed ftate of the country, were precifely the fame. Himfelf, 
I am forry to fay it, a (lave to.thofe abominable vices which debafe 
and difgrace the man, was governed by his favourites. When 
Mr. Haftings, in 1777, ftrongly remonftrated to him on the impo¬ 
licy of his condudt, aad earneftly advifed him to difmifs from his 
prefence the unworthy chara&ers that furrounded him; what did he 
fay to enforce this advice? The Englifti, if you do not follow it,, 
muft break off their connexion with you altogether. I beg your 
Lordfhips will bear this in your minds. The Nabob thanks Mr. 
Haftings for his advice, promifes to attend to it, and in that letter 
tells him he has appointed the Minifters recommended by Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton : Thefc were Huffein Reza Cawn, and Hyder Beg Khan. 
Mr. Briftow and Mr. Middleton both ftate that the Nabob diflipated 
immenfefums of moitcy amongfthis favourites; and, provided he 
got all the money he wanted, he was indifferent as to the ftate of 
his dominions. Lord Cornwallis gives prerifely the fame chara&er 
of the fame Prince, thirteen years after the period of which I am 
now fpeaking, and he ufes thefe pointed expreflions: tx The dif- 
orders which have prevailed in Oude are to be traced in the cha¬ 
racter of its Prince.” But, my Lords, to bring the hiftory down to 
the period of 1781,, when it more particularly applies to Mr. Haft¬ 
ings : Your Lordfhips fee by the evidence, that in the month of 
September 1781, Mr. Haftings met the Nabob at Chunar, and 
concluded that engagement, which is known by the mime of the 
treaty of Chunar. It confifted of four articles, propofed by the 
Nabob, and agreed to by Mr. Haftings without addition or dimi¬ 
nution. The article which applies to this charge is, that the Na¬ 
bob ihould be per:rutted to refumc fuch jaghires in his dominions as 
he thought proper; but engaging at the fame time to pay the amount 
of fuch jaghires as hail been gjarantced by the Company, in ready 
money to the EnglHh refident. The Nabob, as appears from the 
evidence, pofitively declared his determination to adopt this falutary 
meafure of the-refumption as foon as he retured to Lucknow; and 
your Lordfhips will obferve by the evidence, that the revenue of the 
Jaghircdars and Tuncadars amounted to more than fifty-fix lacks 
of rupees a year, in a country where every perfon of thofe deferip- 
tions cxcrcifcd military power ; you need not therefore be told, that 
nothing could be more mifehievous to the peace of the countiy than 
fuch an cftablilhment. I will fuppofe for a moment that the Be- 
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gums had (hewn no figns of difaffeftion; I liiould think, in fuch a 
cal?y that the rcfumgripp of their jaghircs, receiving a proper equi¬ 
valent, -would have been no breach of the agreement. The fub- 
jefts of the freeft country in the world are obliged, on all public 
occafions, to difpofe of their property (or an equivalent, when the 
public good requires fuch a facrificcj and, in this cafe, die experi¬ 
ence of many, years had proved the ncceflity of the meafure: But 
with riie information which Mr. Haftings had received of the re¬ 
bellious condoft* of die Begums, it would have been highly impoli¬ 
tic to have left them poffelfed of great landed property, and a large 
military force. Tnc eircumftance on which the Managers have laid 
the greateft ftrefs is thi c, that though, by the article in the Chunar 
treaty, to which I have alluded, the Nabob was to aft as he pleafed 
as to the refumption, Mr. Hayings compelled him ultimately to rc- 
fumc all the jaghircs ; and the fame obfervation was alfo made as to 
the feizure of the treafures; for, aldiough the firft proportion came 
from the Nabob, he was induced at laft, as Mr. Haftings fays, to 
aft with an almoft unconquerable rcluftancc; an expreffion taken 
from a letter of inftruftjpns, written by Mr. Haftings to Major 
Palmer, in which that officer is directed to inquire particularly into 
the caufe of fo lingular a eircumftance. I have been told, fays 
Mr. Haftings in thofc inftructions, that the Nabob was at laft com¬ 
pelled to yield with an almoft unconquerable rcluftrncc to the adop¬ 
tion of thofc mcafures, which he had hnnfclf moft carncftly urged 
me to agree to his carrying into effeft. 

By another article in the Chunar treaty, the Britifti officers, who 
from time to time had been appointed at the Nabob’s defirc to 
command corps in Oude, were to be withdrawn, and the defence 
of Oude to be left to one brigade only. The Englilh gentlemen, 
fettled at Lucknow in various public offices, were alfo to be with¬ 
drawn, and onlv the refident’s eftabliftiment to remain. The Na- 
bob, on his part, confentcd to feparate his public from his private 
expcnce9—to fix the amount of the latter—to reform his army— 
to.cntruft his public treafury to his Miniftcr under die infpeftion of 
the Britilh refident—and he was alfo prevailed upon to agree to 
other falutary regulations, which w'ere framed with die intention 
of introducing order into his government; and by which the be¬ 
nefit refulting to the Bengal Government would be as fpeedy a li¬ 
quidation of the then exifting debt as poffiblc, and the prevention 
erf any arrear in his future payments. The Nabob, as appears 
fsgm-the Evidence, left Chunar on the 19th of September. That 
gild the following month pafied over, but no meafures were taken on 
/.the part of the Nabob, either to put his government in order, or to 
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rcfumc the jaghires; though Mr. Hadings iflu&Iortiers for the recat ' 
bf the temporary brigade, and directed alldfogentlemen who, from 
time to time, had been appointed to Lucknb#, to quit it, with the 
exception of the resident’s office. It does not clearly appear £t 
what time a propofition wqs made to Mr. Hadings for taking ihe 
trcafurcs From the Begum; that it was fird made by the Nabob,' 
through Ally Ibrahim Cawn, feems to be admitted on all fidcs; 
though Sir Elijah Impcv thinks, that he himfelf was the pci-fon who 
fuggeded the idea to Mr. findings, or at lead that he fird took it 
up in a conference with him at Chunar, in November. This, 
however, is a point of no moment; it is certain that Sir Elijah Im- 
pey was defired to convey Mr. Hastings's directions to Middleton, 
to found the Nabob, and, if the Nabob lhould make fuch a pro- . 
pofition, to inform him that it would be complied with. In Ac 
fubfequent correfpondencc between Impcy and Middleton, it appears 
that the Nabob came very readily into the meafure, but wifhed to 
ufe it as an alternative, for refuming the jaghires—a mcafure which 
though propofed by himfelf in September, he wifhed to avoid carry¬ 
ing into effect in December. Mr. Hading:; appears ir. the fubfe¬ 
quent part of the corrcfpondcncc to be greatly furprifed at this un¬ 
accountable conduCt of the Nabob; but th<j preffing felicitations of 
Middleton, and his threat to adopt the mcafure himfelf, in concur¬ 
rence with the Minidcr, independent of the Nabobs did at lad in¬ 
cline the Nabob to yield what Mr. Middleton calls a nominal con- 
fent. I think, my Lords, it is perfectly clear from the evidence,' 
that this difinclination to rcfumc the jaghires was entirely .jccu-luncd 
by the advice of the men who furrounded him, and who were per¬ 
petually counteracting the endeavours of flu; Mi.a* h-r to redore or¬ 
der to his government. To the fu.'.urc of the trcafurcs he does 
not appear to have had any objection, though Mr. Middleton de¬ 
forces his conduct at the moment it was to be carried into effcCt, 
as wavering anti indecifivc. Both mcafurcs were completely effected 
in January 1782: The eonfequcnccs to file Bengal government 
were, an immediate difeharge of a very heavy debt, and a relief to 
didreffes, which I proted -to you, my Lords, could not, in my 
opinion, have been relieved by any other means. 

Infinite pains were taken in Wcdminder Hall to prpj«f£that Mr. 
Hadings had given falfe accounts of his motives for.^Jdpting thefe 
meafurcs, and thence to infer his criminality. C'lftBth- this view the 
Managers read the defence which Mr. lladirigs, jwfel&.in the Houfe • 
of Commons ; and nlib what they called.a fl^ijj^fencc, jthougb^ 
the Counfcl took tlie trouble to prove that^ ^w^’nd^in^aCf^^^ 
cond defence, Mr. Hadings having caufed afrcW copies ofc&bniy t xT 
VouXLlI. Gg 
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bcdelivered to particular Members. Whether it be what the Coun¬ 
cil or what the Managers call it, dill it is evidence; and I am not 
a little aftonifhed at the perfect fairnefs of the Counfel, in wilhing 
tQ explain fo precifely what the paper was. Mr. Haftings would 
have done wifely had he defired the Ho t ufe of Commons fo receive 
it as a fecond defence ; it cor reds the errors of the firft, and con¬ 
tains that dear and plain ftatement of the whole tranfadion, which 
■ has lince becn fully made out by evidence. It correds a material 
blunder in the firft, and it is in proof that the firft was written by 
Mr. Middleton, who had faid that the motive for feizing the trea- 
fures was the Begum’s refiftance to the refumption of the jaghires. 
Now, my Lords, the whole of Mr. Middleton’s evidence, the 
whole of his former evidence in the Iloufeof Commons, proves that 
this was a blunder. Mr. Haflings's letters to the Court of Direc¬ 
tors prove it alfo to have been a blunder; and it is fully and com¬ 
pletely cleared up in that fccond defence, which the Managers have 
given in evidence. • 

The next point laboured by the Managers was, that a Begum 
had a right to the treafurcs lodged in the zenana; and to eftablifh 
• this, they called Mr. Goring,' whofe evidence was indeed of a moft 
lingular nature : he fworc, that when he was at Moorfhcdabad, in 
the year 1775, he vifited the widow of the Nabob Surajah Dowlah, 
who, your Lordfliips will remember, was depofed after the battle 
of PlafTey in 1757; that (he appeared to live in aftyle of great 
fplendour and magnificence ; that he fuppofed (he was enabled to do 
fo from the money depof.tcd in her palace by her late hufband, Su¬ 
rajah Dowlah; that he never heard .of Meir Jaffier’s claiming any 
part of the treafures left in the zenana, after the death of Surajah 
Dowlah, and that he conceived the trcafureonce lodged within the 
zenana is intended for the lupport of the v omen in the zenana : 
from his obfervation, he thinks it is the cuftom to lodge money in 
tile zenana, for the fupport of the women. My Lords, I will not 
. infinuatc that per ohlitjtium, which I am not ready to fay per direc- 
‘ y/titn. I fttall therefore only obft rve, that the opinions to which this 
gentleman (wears, (hew him to be molt thoroughly ignorant, not 
only of all Oiienfcft cuftoms, but of the hiftory of the particular pe¬ 
riod to which he alludes. It is an eftabliltied fadt, my Lords, re- 
ceiveda^iwh vn the authority of Scrafton and Ormc, that after 
the roii£sjfc Surajah Dowlah *firit font off his women with 

tlichr furnitfere, and ncceffanes, and a great part of 
On the night of the fame day, he himfelf fled in 
: wtfhjh[£'|avourite concubine, and an eunuch, carrying with 
.^(Tke$ vtijf his moft -valuable jewels. The women, the ele- 
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phants, and the trcafure, were all feized and brought bade toMoor- 
fhedabad ; Surajah Dowlah continued his flight, difguifed; he was 
taken at Rnjamahl, brought back to Moorfhedabad^ and, as your 
Lord (hips all know, he was murdered by the orders of Meeran, the 
Ton of Mccr Jafficr. From his treafures, all of which were feized 
by the conqueror Meer JaffiCr, one million feven hundred thoufand" 
pounds was paid to the Company and to individuals, as a compen- 
fation for their loflcs, and an apology was made for poftponing the 
remaining payments, becaufc the treafures of Surajah Dowlah had 
turned out not to be fo confiderable as Meer Jaffier had cxpc&ed. 
But, my Lords, the defendant’s counfel produced evidence which 
clearly proved the fourcc from whence this lady, the widow of Su¬ 
rajah Dowlah, acquired the means of living as (he did. Her fa¬ 
ther, Mahomed Kritch Cawn, held a confiderable jaghire in truft 
for her, which had been fettled as a dower upon her in 1750, on 
her marriage with Surajah Dowlah, while Aliverdy Cawn was liv¬ 
ing. This lady always received the amount of this jaghire,. as (he 
fully proved in 1780, when her father died; and on the fadt be¬ 
ing made out that the jaghire was really fettled upon her, Mr. Haf- 
tings and the Supreme Council continued it to her, .though it actu¬ 
ally flood in the name of her father. I (hall leave it to your Lord- 
fhips to determine how far the Managers have proved that the trea¬ 
fures lodged in the zenana belong to the ladies of the zenana.— 
There is full evidence that the treafury of Sujah Dowlah was in the 
zenana of Fyzabad, and that the Begum’s fignature, as his treafu* 
rer, was ncccflary for all confiderable ilfucs of money from that 
treafury. 

The next point, my Lords, on which the Managers relied to 
prove the guilt of Mr. Haftings, was his refufal to obey the order* 
of the Diredlors, received in Auguft 1783, for making a fuller in¬ 
quiry into the fuppofed rebellion of the Begums in-1781. To this 
point they called my late friend, Mr. Stables, a very worthy man, 
but certainly not remarkable for the brilliancy of his talents, or the 
quicknefs of his conceptions. They afk him jf he did not move thp^ 
inquiry into the Begum’s conduct, and why he moved it ? He tell* . 
them he did fo, becaufc he conceived that inquiry to have been or-' 
defed by the Directors, as his minute written at that time would 
fhew. Now, my Lords, the Managers, in order to fupport the 
credit of their witnefs, produced the minute alluded to, in which 
Mr. Stables diflindlly dates that his rcafon for moving an inquiry 
was, becaufe the Diredtaggicgmed not to be fatisfied with the in¬ 
formation before them-^-a very different ftatement, indeed, from 
that which appears in the charge, and which Mr. Stables, by 4 hi* 

Ggt 
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evidence, did in fad! fupport. However, the reference to the 
.f^igute which Mf. Stables made, clearly proved, that that gentle- 
ilhiin did nqt mean to. mjflcad your Lordfhips, and it was rather hard 
to examine him as to his motives for mating the motion he did, 
r when a reference to the minute written at the time was the beft evi¬ 
dence to die point. The debate at tho Board on the fubjedt of the 
fetter, which die Managers contend to be an order for a farther in¬ 
quiry into the conduit of tiie Begum, feis the whole matter in fo 
dear a point of view, that 1 am aftonifbi d how fueh a charge 
could have been made in the name of the Commons, and r.. t lei’s 
fetprifed that it fhould be fuppovted by evidence, which, in the opi¬ 
nion of every man of common fenfe, moll cffcdlually refurw ir. A 
fetter was received from the Directors in the month of Arguft, 
17S3, diredting, in a v<.r\~ confuted and perplexed i^itcnee, that 
if it fhould appear dial the Begums had not taken fo active a part in 
the rebellion of Cheyt Sing as had been reported, the Nabob fhould 
be applied to, to reftorc them their jaghirc'’. The letter alfo fays, 
that they do not appear to have armed prior to the revolt of Cheyt 
Sing, and it is probable that their fubllqucr.t conduct was occalloncd 
bpapprehenfions which they alfo cntcitained of lxing laid under 
Unwarrantable contributions. Your Lorofhips will be of opinion, 
that it rnuft have been under very extraordinary circbinftane.es, in¬ 
deed, that thirteen gentlemen could have been found, to put their 
names to a letter containing fueh orders and opinions. The quef- 
.tron for an inquiry was originally moved by Mr. Wheler: lie ex r 
preffes his readinefs at all times to obey orders ; but Ivf.rc they 
apply to the Nabob, he wifhes to inquire how far they merit the 
Application for the reftoration of their jaghires. Nothing had paiicd, 
^dr. Wheler fays, to cl angc his opinion, that the Begums had been 
concerned in the rebellion ; that he had been confirmed in the be¬ 
lief, from the opinions of many individuals, totally unconcerned in 
the bufinefs: but, as the Directors feem to be of a different opi¬ 
nion, he thinks ftrongcr proofs of their difaffediion ought to be laid 
before, them; and he concludes by moving, that the late and pre- 
fffet refident be called upon to colled! fueh proofs. 

; Mr- Haftiqgs gonccives Mr. Wheler to have, mifconceived the 
intentions of the Court of Diredtors, and therefore oppofes the 
lotion. 

/"■Mr. Stables, at the end of the next month, renews this fubjedl, 
obferving, that the Diredtors feem not to be fatisfied that the 
iifehcc fent to them had fufficicntly proved the difaffediion of the 
and therefore he moves a farther inquiry. 

Hafljipgs conceives* that they had fent no orders for an in- 
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quiry; that very ftrong and authenticated evidence had bepnf^tqfet 
them already. He refers to the letter to confirm his fenfe pf it t 
and lie adds, “If evidence is to be collected, .it fhould be colle&od 
from all perfons capable of giving it, and not confined to official 
chara&crs.” Sir John Macpherfon fully concurs with Mr. 
as to the fenfe of the Dive&ors’ letter i though, on fii& Scaring Ajg 
letter read, he had conceived a different opinion. He does not t ^| 
what 1‘iiutary purpofes fuen an inquiry could anfwer; and I am furo 
your LorcIHiips will agrefc with .him. He obferves, that there has 
been no appeal from the Begums, apd there was ample proof at the 
time, that riiofc who managed the concerns of the Begums were no 
friends, but real enemies of the Englilh. The motion for an in¬ 
quiry was wifely and properly negatived. Had Mr. Haftings con¬ 
ceived the peflibility of what has fince happened, he muft have .ea* 
gcrly propofed, while In Bengal, a fuller Inquiry into the difaffedion 
of the Begums; and he would have we ighed down the Diredtorsby 
proofs of the fadf; fur though the cafe ftcod clear enough in my 
mind upon the .H ildavits, it has been fo effectually lengthened by 
the tcftir.iony of a number of refpectablc officers, as to fix it beyond 
all doubt. The fame evidence, and certainty much more in addi¬ 
tion to it, might have been procured in India in 1783; and, ini- 
deed, Mr. I Liftings then obferved, that if an inquiry were to tafee 
place, lie dcfired that all perlbns capable of giving information might 
be examined: But, if vour Lordfhips will look to this letter.of the 
Directors, and to the date of it, February 1783, you will fee the 
fpirit with which it was written, is, in a great degree, to be imputed 
to the politics of the time. Sir Henry Fletcher was then the chair* 
man, and it was the fnfhion to rate Mr. Haftings for every .tiring he 
did. The letter lets out by faying, that they do not fee the policy 
of refuming the jaghires, and thus uniting under one head all tire 
power of the country, which might eventually become formidable 
to Bengal. Hard fate of Mr. Haftings! He is rated by the Di? 
rc&ors for his endeavours to bring the dominions of the Nabob into 
order: He is cenfurcd by the Managers for having involved thec% 
in diftrefs. The Dirc&ors, in fpcaking of the Begums, fay* it 


does not appear that they took up arms prior to die revolt of Cheyt 
Sing, and, by arming afterwards, they only meant, in all probability, 
to defend themfelves from unwarrantable contributions. My Lordb 
they never were accufed of arming before the revolt of Cheyt Singj; 
and, if they are innocent, as they really appear to be in the opinion 
of the Directors, for arming and acting againft the Engluh fubfo- 
quent to that event, there is an end of the queftion: But no ration^ 
being can reafon fo abfurdly. Your Lordftiips will foe the naificof 
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fifr 'penry Fletcher at die head of the thirteeh gentlemen who ligned 
letter; and everything done at that period was done, in my opi- 
rifen, to prove the neceflity of the ftrong meafure that was brought 
before Parliament in the courfe of that year. There can be no other 
rational way of accounting for the conduct of thofc gentlemen who 
framed that letter. I have now, my Lords, gone,, though at too 
grgat a length 1 fear, but dill as Ihortly as I could, through the ma¬ 
terial fedls alledgcd in the article. 

■ * The refumption of the jaghircs-1 deem to have been a meafure 
of the founded policy, and the means taken ta compel the Nabob 
ultimately to adopt a meafure, propofed originally by himfclf, were 
upt in any refpedt criminal, but meritorious. 

. The confent given by Mr. Mailings to the feizure of the treafures, 
am die care which he took to fccure them from private embezzle¬ 
ment, were a&s that appear to me in no refpect criminal. Upon 
the mod attentive confideration of the whole evidence, 1 am de¬ 
cidedly of opinion, that nothing criminal has been proved againd 
die defendant. At the clofe of die charge, indeed, it is dated, that 
all the a<ds imputed to him, and dated to be criminal, are highly 
aggravated, by the avowed corruption in which they originated; 
Mr. Huttings having accepted a prefent of ten lacks of rupees from 
dte Nabob, at the time he figned the treaty of Chunar. There is 
Another article in which the receipt of this prefent is cxprefsly char¬ 
ged, and there it will be proper- to conlider it fully ; as inferted in 
.article, it appears to be very inconlidcnt with the general tenor 
^p£hc,reft of it. In the former allegations, Mr. Huttings is faid to 
have compelled the Nabob to adopt the two mcafurcs of refuming 
treafures and the jaghires. At the clofe, the Nabob is fuppofed 
tp have bribed Mr. Hadings to give his confcnt to the adoption of 
thofe meafures. 

J fhalt not intrude longer on your LorJlhips’ indulgence, but will 
COhclUde, by declaring^ that though, until I hear the opinion of 
other npble Lords, I fhall not make any motion; yet, if no objec- 
is made, I mean merely to move, that the Commons have 
good the iccond article of charge againd Warren Hadings, Efq. 
*£%he LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he did not objedl to taking 
Sa deciflon on the w'hole charge under one quettion. In his view 
dfthe Charge, he had not conlidered Afoph ul Dowlah, the Nabob 
as a’foreign Prince and independent Sovereign, but as a 
whofe conduit and'Government were under the abfolute con- 
tj|ittlj|pi command* of the overbearing influence of the Ead-India 
®*^%any’s power exercifed by Mr. Hadings. Having conlidered 
■this light, he djould have occafion, in order to ihew that he 
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had rightly viewed it, to refer to lb many letters of Mr. Middleton*^ 
that not being prepared fufficiently, it would fave their Lordlhipa 
time if they were to adjourn where they then were in refpeft to the ; 
charge, bccaufe, if they determined to proceed, herauft neceflari^f 
call for all the letters to be read, to which he wilhed to refer, ana 
that would wafte much time, whereas he would undertake to be 
ready with fuch extracts as he ihould deem it requiiite to refer to tgy < 
the next day. 

Lord THURLOW confented; and the Chairman having Hated ' 
that the queftion before the Committee was, , . 

“ That the Commons had made good the charges in their fecond 
article, refpefting the Begums,” it was moved and agreed to that 
he Ihould leave the chair. v, 

The Committee adjourned the confidcratirri of the motion dll 
next day. 

< TueJday y I Jth March. ' ■ 

• if 

As foon as the Houfe had refolvcd itfelf into a Committee to con- 
fider the charges of the impeachment, 

The LORD CHANCELLOR rofc, and began the refumpdon 
of liis reply to Lord Thurlow, by admitting the propofition^. thflft 
wherd - the Minifter of another country prevailed on a foreign Pringr, , 
who was an independent Sovereign, to do an aft of injuftice to one 
of his own fubjefts, that Minifter whs not criminally refponlible and 
amenable to the laws of the government he ferved under for fuch , 
conduft; but where, on the other hand, it was proved that thf 
Minifter of a Britifti government procui ed the Prince .of a foreign' 
country, who was net independent, but abfolutely under the infln* 
ence and controul of fuch Minifter, to do an aft of injuftice to orgt‘ 
of his own fubjefts; that Minifter, he contended, 1 was tfleaiW 
amenable to Britilh laws for having done that which was in. itfelf 
in the view of Britifti laws, illegal and criminal. The dedfioh pjf 
the Court of Common Pleas in the cafe of Rafael the Armeiftab^ 
and Governor Verclft, had turned entirely on that point! It wat 
in that cafe proved that Sujah Dowlah, the then Nabob of Oude, 
was under the awe and influence of Governor Verelft, and that 
led to the ultimate judgment. ‘ 

His Lordlhip ftated all the circumftances of the cafe *, 'Miich 
had been firft decided agalnft the defendant, Verelft, with (oo,qL 

. f 

. • * 

* Tried in the Court of Common Picas at Guildhall, in Hilary rerig, 
i$ Geo. III.—Vide Sir William Black done’s reports, vol. ii. pages 9&jj 
1055, 1067. ■ “ 





‘ ftaffnages, and on Ac new trial,. a fpecial verdid was returned by 
Ac jury, upon which, at length, the Court decided for Ae plaintiff, 

; arid he obtained confiderable damages. He (hewed upon what 
ground it was that on the firft trial all the judges, excepting Sir 
William de Grey (Chief Juftice), entertained ftrong opinions of 
doubt as to the queftion, whether Governor Verelft, as Governor 
M Bengal, was amenable to HritiCh laws, and to the cognizance of 
an Engliih Court of Judicature, for any wrong done to another 
^pcjfon by a foreign Prince. He then traced the caufe through the 


progrefs and particulars of the fecond trial, and declared, that the 
"pnanrter in which the jury had returned the verdid was fuch as re¬ 
moved from the minds df the three diflenting judges of the Court, 
Mr. Juftice Gould, Mr. Juftice Blackftone, and Mr. Juftice Narcs, 


ail occafion to infift farther on their doubts. It was in confequencc, 
as he had dated, that Governor Verelft: loft the caufe, and paid 
confiderable damages; a writ of error was talked of, but no fuch 


.Writ was brought up to that Houfe. The point, therefore, was 
legally eftablifhed by the event of that-caufe, that the Minifter of 
the Government of India, under the fovereignty of Great Britain, 


waramenablc to Britifh laws, for having been the caufe of a foreign 
^Prince, confeftedly under his controul, awe, and influence, having 
B)|Ured one of his own fubjeds in fuch a degree, as to entitle him 
* to tecoyer damages in an Engliih Court of Judicature, provided 
he could make out his cafe and prove his damages to the fatis- 
Adion of an Engliih jury. The cafe of the Armenian Rafael, and 
Governor Vefdft,' to be fecn in Judge Blackftonc’s Reports, 983, 
I055, hts Lordfliip faid, was directly in point with the cafe allcdgcd 
jn the charge refpeding the conduct of the Nabob to the Begums. 
%s Sujah Dowlah was confeflcdly known to be fubjed in the whole 
OfWs condud to the controul of Governor Verelft, fo, in like man¬ 
ner, Ac reigning Nabob Afoph ul Dowlah was under the abfolute 


sontroul, awe, and influence of Mr. Haftings, who was in fad the 
^U OOb e r , inventor, and in truth might reafonably be ftated to be 
.perpetrator of all the injuftice pradifed under the name of the 
on &e JBhow Begum and the Begum (his mother and 
and all Ae crimes and enormities alledged in the 


' in ordet to prove the influence which Mr. Haftings had over 
WJbplf ul Dowlah, Ac vaflalage in which he held him, and that 
,|fo fi^g|efted the meafures of refuming Ae jaghires, which theNa- 
4 is$djtiidgrtnted to Ae Begums, and feizing upon the treafures in 
itM^ pofteftion, in the zenana, he caufed letters and various ex- 



tradts of letters 1 * written to Mr. Haftings by Mf. Middleton, 4fce 
refideiit at Lucknow, in Dec. 1781, and Jan. and Feb. 


. * The following are rlic extracts from the letters on the lubje$ pfit> 
filming the jaghircs and lcizing upon the treafures, which .pafkd betWQM 
Mr. Middleton, the relidetit in Oudc, and the Governor General,^ 
December, 1781, and January and February, 1782, read by the Cfelw 
' * * 

. Mr. Middleton to the Governor General } dated Lttchuw, tit ift aft* 

December 1781. ' 

" “ I have this day fignified to the Minider my expedition that dks 
whole of the jaghires be relumed, and their revenue, after paying to! 
Inch of the proprietors as have a right to claim the mediation of 
vernment, the amount of their jaghites, be applied to the liquidation’of' 
the Nabob's debt to the Hon. Company. 1 fhall be very glad if his 
ccllency contents to make this mealure an a£t of his own, as I conceive 
it would be more agreeable to you, and more confident with thofttap* 
pcaranccs which it may be thought expedient to preferve with his Excel* 
Icncy; but it he declines it, as is by no means improbable, I {frill think 
myfelf jullificd by your inftrudtions in infilling on its being done even 
without his concurrence.” 


Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Ha/lings ; dared Luchnevi\ tit 6th 

of December 1781. 

“ Finding the Nabob wavering in his determination about the refiifljp* 
lion of the jaghires, I this day, in prefence of, and with the Mini&r'a 
concui rence, ordered the nect-llary perwannahs to be written to the fare-' 
ral aumils for that purpofe, and it was my firm refolutiott to have 
patched them this evening, with proper people to fee t,hem pundmrftp 
and implicitly carried into execution { but before they wire all tranferjb- 
cd, I received a mefifage frnjn the Nabob, who bad been informed by 
the Miniilcr of the refolution 1 had taken, entreating that I would with* 
hold the perwannahs until to morrow morning, when he would attend 
me, and afford me futisfadlioa on this point.” 


Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Haftings j dated LuckntWt the ph- 

of December 1781, 

“ My dear Sir, 

“ I had the honour to ad cl refs you yefterday, informing yob oft^* 
Heps I had taken in regard.to the' refumption of the jag lures. Tltil 
morning the Vizier came to me according to his agreement, but ieejp{*’ 
ifigly without any intention or dciirc to yield line fatisfaftion on £heH|£** 
: ert under difcullion; for after a great deal Of convention, Confiding ffii 
iis part of trilling evafion and puerile excufes for withholding hisaffent 
to the meafurc, though at the fame time profeffing the moil implicitffiib* 
million to your willies, I found myfelf without any other refourc? than 
the one of employing that exclufive authority with which I Confider yohr 
iuftru&ions to vcft.me; 1 therefore declared to the Nabob, ip pReietfCC 
of the minifler and Mr.Johnfon, who I defired might bear Witnefs df 
the convention, that 1 conftrucd his rejection of the mcafure proppfed 
as a breach of his folanm promife to you, and an unwillingnefs to yield 
that afiifiance which was evidently in his power, towards liquidating his 
Vol. XLII. Hh 


i 
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;^rtfe u >read, ajid alfo the letter written by Mr. Haftings and his 

to the Diredors at home, and .that paffage from his defence 

' ■’ * 


fc^ry accumulated debt tb the Company, and that I muft in confequence 
determine, in my own jollification, to iflue immediately the perwannahs, 
3tyhlch had only been withheld in the fanguine hope, that he would be 
pftftaHed tipbn to make that his own ad, which nothing but the moil ur¬ 
gent necemty could force me to make mine. He left me without any 
; but atterwartfs fent for his Mini Iter, and authoris'd himi to give 
es that my requilition would be complied with ; on which I ex- 
my fagisfadion, but declared that I could admit of no farther de« 
ibd unlefs I received his Excellency's formal acquicfccucc before 
I Ihould then moft aflurcdly iflue my perwannahs, which 




leqVy that couldjuftify a farther fufpenlion.” 

Mr. Middleton tithe Hen . Warren Hafings; dated Lucknow, the ()th 

of December 1781, 

V “ My dear Sir, 

•' lhad the honour to add refs you on the 7th inflanr, informing yon 
of the eonverfation which had paifed between the Nabob and me on the 


you any hopes that fuch a mcafure would be adopted; and l'e- 

• ' • ■ Of « • 1 t <• • • t , 
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But, 'a» I apprehend, rather than fuffer it to appear that the point had 
been carried m oppofition to his will, he at length yielded a nominal ac- 
apfa&ehce, and has this day ifliied his own perwannahs to that died; 

- <i#^pri n g» however, at the fame time, both to me and his Minillers, 
.that it is an ad of compulsion.'' 

The Governor General to Mr, Middleton ; dated Jtenarrt, the itth of 

, December 1781. 

** 1 haVe waited thus long in the hopes of hearing that fome progrefs 
hadbeen made in the execution of the plan which 1 concluded with the 
rafeab in September tail, - I do not find that any flep towards it has been' 

8 chough three months arc elapfed, and little more than that pc- 
tear to mercquilite to have accompliihcri the rood eflential parts 
0 have brought the whole into train. This tardinefs* and the, 
prepared to the only decided ad yet undertaken, have a bad 
.1 approve the Nabob’s refolutions to deprive the Begums 
epriplpyed treafures. 

y$fr* M* 0 pon*sprivate Letter to the Governor General; dated Luck • 

' '' y now, the t%th of December 1781. 

^^b^fbur new demand is to be infilled upon, which your letter leems 
1 mull beg your prccife orders upon it; as, from the diiHi. 
have within thefe few days experienced, in carrying the points 
|j^ 9 U.enjqipd.tvith the Nabob, I have the bell grounds for believing 
-would confider it a dired breach of 'the late agreement, and to- 
tftpf reje^riwpropofal as luch; and I muft own to you, that, in his pre- 
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before the Houfc of Commons, in which Mr. Halting* fay^th* 
trcafurcs were feized in confequence of the rrfifbnce 'made' fay fhfe 


fent fermented ftate of mind, I could expeft nothing left, dam de^T,' 
and a decimal rupture. 

“ The wieAing Furruckabad, Kyrague, and Fyzula Cawn’s COUQ- 
try from his government (for in that light, my dear Sir, 2 can faithfully „ 
affurc you he views the meafures adopted in lefpeft to thofe countries,) 
together vj.tb the rejumption of all the jagblrts^fo much againjlbit intUuQ* » 
iion % ha\c already brought the Nabob to a perfuafion that nothing legs , 
than his. dcftiuftion, or the annihilation of every fhadow of his power,'? 1 
is meant; and all my labouis to convince him to the contrary haye*‘ 
proved abortive. A fettled melancholy has feized him, and his health 
reduced beyond conception; and I do moft folcmnly believe, that the 
march of four regiments of Sepoys towards Lucknow, under whaterer 
circumftanccs it might be reprefented, would be confidered by him as a , 
force ultim itely to be ufed iu feeuring his perlun. In fliort, my dear 
Sir, it is a matter of fuch immediate moment, and involving apparently 
fuch very fciious and important confequenccs, that I have not only taken * 
upon me to fufpend the communication of it to the Nabob, until l fhould * 
be honouicd with your fuithcr couunandb, but have alfo ventured to 
write the inclofcd letter to Colonel Morgan—Liberties which I confi-‘ 
dcntly trull you will excufc, when you coufider that I can be actuated - 
by no other motive than a zeal for the public fervice; and that if, after " 
■ all, you determine that the mcafure (ball be infilled on, it will be only 
the lnls of fix, or at moft eight days, in propofing it. But, in the taft 
event, I tarncftly entreat your orders may be explicit and pofitive, that 
I may dearly know what lengths you would wifli me to proceed, in car- , 
rying them into execution.” 


Mr. Middleton's public Letter to the Hon. lf r arren Hafiiugi, Governor 
Generali &c. Cf fc. dated Lttcknmu, ibe 30 tb of Dei ember 178 1 . 

“ For the fake of perfpicuity, 1 have thought it belt to recapitulate 
the fcYcral paiagraph» ot y our letter, and arrange my anfwers to them re*^ 
fpeftivtly in the fame order. 


** ad. I have waited thus long, 
in hopes of healing that fome pro- 
grefs has been made in the execu¬ 
tion of the plan which I concluded 
with the Nabob in September laft; 
I do not find that any ftep towards 
it has yet been taken, though three 
months arc elapfed, and little more 
than that period did appear to me 
requifite to have accomplilbed the 
moft efTential parts of it, and to 
have brought the whole into train. 
This tardinefs, and the oppofition 
prepared to the only decided aft 
yet undertaken, have a bad appear¬ 
ance. 


“ In reply to the fecond para¬ 
graph, I beg leave to refer you-to 
my toi mcr letters, Hating the tur¬ 
bulent ftate of the country. Three 
months ia a period iu which, the 
changes you allude to pre^sbjy'. 
"might have been elicited in tiuaes of 
perfect tranquillity ; but when. aU 
the diftrifts acrols the Gqgra were 
in arms, and all the jagheudan (a 
very numerous and powerful body)' 
wcic vCry little fhort of the fame 
ftate in every diftrift, tuijd fqrjtfae 
regulating and reduftion of whom 
theaumils weie principally 19 be 
applied to—coula a general chfttgc 


Hh* 
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3qgttro io the re&imption of her jaghire. This account was un¬ 
doubtedly untrue, and it naturally excited a very confiderable degree 
of fufpicion, when falfe motives were affigned for an action fo very 
extraordinary in its nature, as the feizure of the trcafurcs of the 

i 

or attack upon thole an mils with 
cafe have been undertaken > I think 
nut; but 1 put this argument of the 
pi .'t lie ibility orimpraft'u ability out 
of the quedion, ai it was not that 
confidcuticm which pi evented me 
from enfoicing the meafurcs recom¬ 
mended by you to the Nabob in the 
ticaty; the fa£t is this: 1 did not 
underfland, at the peiiodof execut¬ 
ing the agreement between you a» d 
the Vizior, that your intention was, 
that the whole of the rcfoim pro- 
polcd was in its fulled extent to 
rake place tlu 3 year, noi indeed at 
all, it the Company’s debt became 
liquidated ; I conccivcd your intei* 
fere tic c in the Nabob’s government 
‘tended lolcly to edablifti the means 
of the mull fpeedy payment poilible 
of the Comp iny’s debt; and that 
whenever this ihould be accom- 
pliflied, every flndowof intei fe- 
rence was to be delided fiom, 
which I dated to the Nabob and 
the Miniflcis, and I believe upon 
the faith ot that aflunnee princi¬ 
pally was his Excellency’s acquit!* 
cencc obtained. 


“ *d. I approve the Nabob’s rc- 
felurwn to deprive the Begums of 
tlierir ill-employed treafuies. Jn 
,*>oth ferviecs it mud be \ our care to 
brwfcnt > 3 ii an f abufe of the powers 
Yiwm td thole that 1 arc employed in 
You yourfelf ought to be 
jttrfonally ptyfenr. "Ybu mud not 
dllow any ^p^gociation or forbear* 
irofecute both fer- 


ane^buy^ud pr 
Vicar uijwrthe Begums ate at the 
dtaffrewefey of the Nabob, their 
WhljjjS in the quiet pofleffion of 
and their wealth in fuch 
|d|im as may fecurc it again ft pi i* 
ye cafcbcazlcmmt.” 


** To the 3d paragraph I fliall 
only fjy, that I march to-morrow 
with the Nabob to cnfoice both the 
leuicisyou esaft in it; and if 1 
iuteced, as 1 have flit ftiongcd 
reafons to hope, in obtaining large 
icady money icfouiccs towards li¬ 
quidating the arrears to the troops, 
which form a large propoition of 
the debt to the Company, I have 
not a doubt of accomplilhmg every 
end you have now declared you 
look to the indent perform mce of.” 
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mother of a fovereign Prince. He faid, it appetyttMo him fitora 
the letters of Mr. Middleton, that both he and Afoph til Dowlah 

5 * * If ‘ ‘ , ' 

' ( 

Mr. Middleton's primate Letter * to tie Governor General{ dated *. 

% Lucfamxf the $oth qf December 1781. -, 

“ My dear Sir, 

“ 1 have this day anfwered your public letter, in the fori^ you faengef 
to expert. I hope there is nothing in it that may to you appear too pointed* 
If you with the -matter to be otherwife underftood than I have taken up 
and dated it, I need not fay I fhal 1 be ready to conform ro whatever yon 
may preferibe, and to take upon myfelf any fliare of the bfctye ofgtjie 
(hitherto) non-performance of the flipulntions made on behalf of the 
Nabob; though 1 do afTure you, I myfelf reprefeeted ro Jus Excellency 
and the Minilters, conceiving it to be your defirc, that the apparent a(^ 
fumption of the reins of his government (for in that light he undoubtedly 
considered it at the firft view,) as fpecificd in the agreement executed by 
him, was not meant to be fully and literally enforced, but that ft wit 
neccflary you fhould have fomething to fliew 0:1 your fide, as the tJdth- 
pany were deprived of a benefit without a requital; and upon the faith 
of this afliirance alone, I believe 1 may fafely affirm, his Excellency's 
objections to figniug the treaty were given lip." If I have underftood jthe 
matter wrong, or mifconceivcd your defign, I am truly lorry for it; 
however, it is not too late tocorreft the error; and I am ready to under- 
take, and, God willing, to carry through, whatever you may, on re¬ 
ceipt of my public letter, tell me is your final relieve." i... T 

Mr, Middleton to the Hon. Warren Hnjlings, Governor General, fstc. £jfr, 
dated Fayxabad, the \$tb of "January 1782. 

“ With refpefl to the bufincls here, I have the honour to inform 
you, that yefterday finding that the temporifing and indecifive condu& 
of the Nabob leemed to promife an ilTuc very different from that cxpe&- 
cJ iii your commands of the 26th of December laft.” 

. • 1 

Mr, Middleton to the Hon, Warren Haftings , Governor General, &c. G£c* 
dated Fayisabad, the zztb of January 1782. '* 

** Sir, ’ v . */ 

“ The Begum having finally agreed to fur render to the Nabob tho 
treafures of his late father, the Nabob Shujah ul Dowlah, which file had 
hitherto retailed in her poflclfion, his Excellency defil ed me to withdraw , 
the troops from the Kella.” 

Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Hnjlings, Governor General, &c. &c. - t 

* dated Lucknow, the ilth of February 1782. 

“ Sir, 

“ Inclofcd I have the honour to forward you addreflea from his Ex¬ 
cellency the Vizier and his Minifters. In joffice to the latter, it ia in- < 
cumbent upon me to inform you, that during the progrefs of the bufinefs 
at Fayzubad, I received from them the moft willing and zealous fuppore 

* Tlx- Lord Chancellor made many feverc and pointed remark* on the general 

Pyle of this letter. ’ 
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were reluctant to comply with Mr. Haftings’s fuggeftion tofeize ort 
* the treafures of the Begums; he faid no proof had been given that 
the Begums had a&ually been in-rebellion. The Lord Chancellor 
fhrther obferved, that at the time thefe compulfory meafures were 
pfed towards the Nabob, his country in every part of it was filled 
by troops under the command of Britifh officers and in Bridfh pay; 
-that it was pcrfcftly true there had been tumults and infurreftions 
in the province adjoining to the Begum’s jaghire; .but thefe were to 
■be attributed, in his opinion, to the opprefiions of Colonel Ilannay 
and his officers, not to the interference of the Begums or their eu¬ 
nuchs ; and thcrefyre, he contended, there was no real ground for 
the feizing upon their treafures and treating them in the fevere md 
oppreffive manner in which they had been treated. His Lord Pup 
concluded with declaring that, to his con vi ft ion, Mr. Wailings 
ought not to be acquitted of the charge, but that the managers had 
made it good. 

The Earl of MORTON rofc immediately after the Lord Chan¬ 
cellor, and faid, he was much furptifed to hear the learned Lord 
fay, that no proofs had been gb’cn of the rebellion of the Begums. 
Did his Lordfhip lay no ilrcfs upon the ftrong fafts ftated in the 
affidavits, atHl rite pointed evidence given in Wcftminfter Hall by 
many very rcfpcftablc officers, relative to the Begum’s foldiers hav¬ 
ing been actually taken in arms at Patceta, and the other ftrong 
circumftances, which, his Lordfliip laid, carried complete convic¬ 
tion to his mind, that they took a very aftivc part in that rebellion ? 

Lord THURLOW, in reply, went much at large into a cir- 
cumftantial llatemcnt of the cafe of Rafael and Governor Vcrclft, 
from Blackftone’s reports, and declared what had been his opinion 
upon fueh a cafe at the time that he was Attorney General, com- 
'municatcd again and again to Sir Stanier Porticn, the Under Se- 


and that to their exertions I confidcr myfelf greatly indebted for the 
complete fucccfs which attended that bufinefs.” 

- Extratt from the "Letter of the Governor General and Council to the 
Court of Directors % dated the nth of February 1782. 

In order to punifli the Begum for this daring ill conduft (marching 
|p.armed fprcc to oppofc the refumption- of the jaghires) and to put it 
out of her power to apply the treafures which ihe' had amalTed to the pur- 
,pofe of railing any further commotion in the country, the Nabob rc- 
folved to feize her wealth, which by the Muhomcdan law he was entitled 
tp as'an inheritance from his father, who in the latter'years of his life 
•had committed his treafury wholly to her charge, and it remained with 
‘her after his death.’* * 
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cretary of State* refpe&ing the treatment of a French AibjedHi* 
France, or a Spanifh fubjedl in Spain, through the inttrpofition ofr 
this country. He denied, as a lawyer, the truth of the propaftttpw * 
laid down by the noble and learned Lord, refpedting the Minifter 
of the British Government being legally amenable for any a& ofstro 
independent foreign Prince, to one of his own fubje&s, and con*' 
tended that Afophul Dowlah could bcconfidercd no otherwife than. k 
as an independent fovereign Prince ; as fuch, wc had recognized hint* 
in all our treaties, and in all the a&s of the Britifli Government in*' 
India. He fat upon the Throne of Oudc, and was looked up 
as an independent fovereign Prince. He muft therefore noth* 
deemed for one purpofe the ojhnftlle Sovereign, and the tftenjtbk* 
Nabob and Vizier of Oude, and an independent Sovereign and Nat*, 
hob for another. Having replied to this point, his Lordfliip pro¬ 
ceeded to anfwcr the remarks of the learned Lord. If, faid he^ l 
have fuccccded in conveying to your Lordlhips the opinions which I- 
enfertain, I certainly did llatc the dependence of the Nabob - upon 
the Bengal Government as broadly as the learned Lord himfclf has 
laid it down; nil I contend is this, that it was exercifed, and ne-’ 
ceffaiily exereiled, by all preceding and fucccflive adminiftrations 
in the fame manner : J?v the majority in the time of General Cta- 
vering, by Mr; Haflings, by Lord Cornwallis, and by Sir John 
Shore. Let me entreat your Lordlhips to look to the letter written 
by Mr. Haftings in the year 1777, to the Nabob. He there re- 1 
prelents to him in the moil forcible language, the abiblute neceflity 
of appointing a Naib of character, and ir.vefting him with great 
power: That by no other means can his affairs be brought into or¬ 
der. He begs him to difcird the unworthy characters that furround' 
him, an«.l one man in particul ar, whom he mentions by name#* 
What is the threat if his advice is not followed ? It is this, my- 
Lords—The Engliih will not continue a connection with you. It* 

will be diihonourable to them. The advice was followed. The 

• 

Miniitcr recommended by Mr. Haftings was appointed. I mean 
Hyder Beg Khan, the other and the fuperior, Huffein Reza Ciiwn, 
being but a nominal Miniitcr. Hyder Beg Khan received from' 
Mr! Haltings the ftrongdt affurances of fupport.as long as he cpttti-' 
nued to execute the duties which he owed to his mafter with fidelity, 
in which the interelts of the Bengal Government were fo materially'' 
concerned. -He received preeifcfv the fame affurances from. Lord^ 
Cornwallis. In other words, he was protected, both by Mr. "Haft- 
ings and-Lord Cornwallis, againft the intrigues of thole men who. 
were the companions of the Nabob’s loofer hours, and without fu$fi 
protedtion, he cjuld not have held his fiation a year, This Minifterj * 
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Who irifome of the articles before yoiir LordlhipS is called an im¬ 
placable tyrant; died while Lord Cornwallis was upon the coaft in' 
She year 1791. His Lordlhip; in his letters to the Diredtors, 
laments his death as a great public misfortune, both on account of 
Us attachment to the Englifh, and his abilities, which were profef- 
fcdly, his Lordfhip fays, fuperior to thofc of any other perfon in the 
NabobYdominions. But to (hew that the influence of the Bengal 
^Government is now what it always has been over the Nabob, Lord 
Cornwallis writes that the Nabob had declined to appoint a Prime 
Minifter, from the time of Hydcr Beg’s death until his Lordfhip’s 
return to Bengal. It is therefore perfectly clear that the Nabob has 
at all times been under a flmilur degree of influence to the Govern¬ 
ment of Bengal. The noble and learned Lord has read all that 
correfpondence between Mr. Middleton and Sir Elijah Impey, and 
between Mr. Midddleton and Mr. Haftings* to which I have fo 
fully.alluded, that I will not go over it again. I admit as diltindlly 
as die noble and learned Lord can dclirc me to admit, that between 
r the 19th of September and the 26th of December 1781, the Na¬ 
bob did (hew an extreme unwillingncfs to adopt thofe very mcafurca 
which in the month of September he appeared firmly determined to 
. adopt. I admit that Mr. Middleton’s letters prove the fail moft 
fully. The learned Lord has alio faid a good deal of that private 
letter of Mr. Middleton, which accompanied his public letter of the 
26th of December, in which he offers, if the public letter is not 
fatisfaCfory, to alter it, fo as to make it conformable to Mr. Haft- 
ings’s wiflies; but adding, that if he had miftaken Mr. Haitirigs’s 
intentions, he was very furry for it. He had really conceived the 
end which Mr. Mailings had in view by the treaty of Chunar 
Was to obtain the payment of the Nabob’s debt in the Ihortcfl pofiible 
time.. I am fure it mud have been by mere accident that the noble 
and learned Lord liad not ordered the elerk to read Mr. Ilaltings’s. 
anfwer to ^hat letter, which was a reply to the whole feries of Mr. 
Middleton's private letters. It is important indeed, and in my 
mind removes every degree of doubt and fufpicion that can arife upon 
this article in the breaft of any candid man. Mr. Hafiings, in terms 
of ftrong indignation, tells Mr. Middleton, “ I have been deceived: 
I know not yet by whom.” He goes on to exprefs his furprife at 
the contents of Mr. Middleton's letters. “ The refumption of the 
jfeghtres,” fays he, “ though a meafure to which the Nabob origi¬ 
nally ftdicited my confent, three months ago, is but at this moment 
about to be commenced, and againft the Nabob’s inclination. You 
expeft refinance. You apply to Colonel Morgan for a regiment# 
, You write to me, that unlcfs you arc much miftaken, a larger force 
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■will be ncccffary. Unwilling to rilk the reputation of ©Ur army, 
or to fritter away our force by detachments, I order a larger forefc,, 
and then you tell me the Nabob will never be brought to confcnt to 
the mcafure; and Mr. Johnfon writes to me, that it will be putting 
the temporary brigade upon him again .”—“ Thcfe (fays Mr. Haft- 
ings) are abfolute contradictions. I will not (he adds) divide the 
brigade at Cawnpour whijc the Marattas are on our frontier, and 
the peace with them fo recently concluded. I have written to the 
Nabob, fays Mr. Haftings, and do you tell him that I do not with 
to interfere in his affairs againft his inclinations ; but I will not fa- 
criliee the Company’s interefts to the caprice of his advifers. Let 
him pay tire debt now due, and I will withdraw all our forces, 
and the refident’s office, but I will not fufier his alliance to be a 
clog inftcad of an advantage to Bengal.” u Be cautious (he fays) 
that the Nabob docs not mifconceive my letter as bearing any ex- 
prdfion of dilpleafure towards him. I think him too deceived. I 
wifh him to regard me as his friend, and to confide both in my faith 
and attachment. I am willing to give him undoubted proofs of 
both. I will do nothing for the prefervation of his interefts againft 
his will; but I will not hazard the fafety and honour of our arms, 
nor facrilicc the Company’s interefts and rights, to the caprice of 
his advifers.” 

He adds, that his reputation may fuffer from the delays that have 
taken place, and he defires that all Mr. Middleton’s letters, in fu¬ 
ture, may be official, that, if ncccffary, he may make a public re¬ 
ference to them. It is impoflible for any of your Lordftiips to read 
this letter without being convinced that Mr. Haftings was in a vety 
high degree offended at the letter which Mr. Middleton had written 
to him ; anti it is equally clear that he does not impute to the Na¬ 
bob the delays that had taken place. The letter written by Mr. 
Haftings to the Nabob produced an immediate effetft. The Nabob 
thanks him for his advice, and prumifes to follow it, which he 
does. 

Mr. Middleton in his evidence imputes all this verfatiliry in the 
Nabob’s diipofition, to the influence of his perfonal favouiitcs: I 
have not a doubt of the fact, and am convinced from the whole te¬ 
nor of the evidence, that the Nabob was induced to adl as he did, 
not to fave the jaghire of his mother, but to prevent the refumption 
of thejaghires of his favourites. You have it in evidence, my 
Lords, that as early as March 1776, he urged his mother, through 
Mr. Briftow, to accept money in lieu of her jaghires, becaufe, as 
he faid, two rulers were too much for one country. 
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The noble and learned Lord furclv does not mean to imprefs 
your Lordfhips with an idea that Mr. Mailings meant to compel the 
Nabob by force to relume the jnghircs, or to take the trcafurcs.— 
The troops under Britifh officers had been placed in Oude at the 
Nabob’s ddirc, and for the protection of his country. It never 
was the intention of Mr. Mailings to ufc force, if we may judge 
from all that appears in evidence. On the contrary, Mr. Mail¬ 
ings mod exprcfsly fays, that he will not interfere in the Nabob’s 
internal government againft his confent, and that he is ready to 
withdraw' the refident and all the troops that are in Oude, and to 
break olF the connection between the two countries, if the Nabob 
delires it. 1 have fo fully explained already the nature of the com- 
pullion ufed by Mr. Mailings, that I believe your Lordfhips arc 
fully convinced it is very dillcrcnt incited from that fort of eompul- 
fion dcfciihcd by the noble and learned Lord. 

The noble and learned Lord fuppofes that the oppreffions allcdgcd 
to have been committed by Colonel Hannay, were the real enufe of 
the infurreelions in September 17 B x. As the Manager wlu* fum- 
incd up the evidence on this article profefled to entertain the fame 
fentiments, I was led to a very minute examination of the evidence 
to this particular point. But fo far from finding any thing in it to 
judify fuch a condufion, 1 inuft freely confefs, my Lords, that 
the fad - of the cxiltcncc of Colonel Hannay’s oppreffions is by no 
means cllabliflied—It is mere idle rumour. Mr. Holt’s evidence 
is fo very general, that I can make nothing of it. He went out a 
boy, between fifteen and lixteen \ ears of age, w ith Sir Eyre Coote, 
in 1779 ; and in the next year he was in Barreeteh and Gorrue- 
porc. He knew nothinn of the date of thofe countries prior to that 
period. He talks of feeing mud forts, bamboo prisons, where 
renters were confined fur their balances. He fays, the country had, 
as he has heard, an unfavourable opinion ot Colonel Hannay, and 
in convention he has heard, that he w as worth thirty lacks of ru¬ 
pees, or three hundred thoufand pounds dcrling. 

Captain "Edwards’s evidence is equally loofe and unfatisfadory to' 
the point the Managers contended for. He had heard that the con- 
dud-of Colonel Hannay was oppreffive, but he could fpeak to no par¬ 
ticular fad. Colonel Ahmuty lays, that he had heard reports of 
the Inhabitants of Gorrucporc being much didatisfied with Colonel 
Hannay, that he knows nothing of particular fads, as Gorrucporc 
was fo diftant from the place where he commanded: but, my 
Lords,, he adds, “ all the Gorrucporc diftrid were a rebellious 
people, and I believe were people who never paid any revenue ta 
tile Nabob without its being very fevcrcly enforced. 
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In a vcxy cnrlv period, long before Colonel Han nay went to Gor- • 
ruepore, that province was deferibed by the Britifti rclident, as in 
fuch a ftateof anarchy and rebellion, that it could hardly be faid to 
make a part of the Nabob’s dominions. Major Lumfdainc, who 
knew Colonel Ilannay, and well the country he managed, fpeaks of 
him in very high terms. There is nothing therefore upon the evi¬ 
dence that goes to a fpccific fa& of oppreffion, committed by Colo¬ 
nel Hnnnay or his officers. Three of his officers, Major Lumf¬ 
dainc, Captain Williams, and Captain Gordon, were examined at 
your Lordffiips’ bar—Their teftimony is perfctftly clear, and fully 
proves that the Britiffi troops were oppofed by forces in the Begum’s 
.pay. Major Macdonald, another officer of Colonel Hannay's, 
who is frill in India, diftinelly ftatrs in his affidavit, the hoftile 
conduct of the eunuchs in the city of FyaibaJ, and the critical fitu- 
ation in which he remained within fifteen miles of that citv, for 
many days after the revolt of Chevt Sing was circulated through the 
country. The notoriety of the rebellion of the Begum was fuch, 
that one of the witnclfes at your Lordffiips’ bar, Captain Wade, I 
think, on being alkcd by a Manager if he was applied to to make 
an affidavit, faid, that if any one in India had called upon him 
for fuch- a purpofc, he ffiould have thought they wove joking. 

Another point on which, the noble and learned Lord has laid a 
confiderable ft refs, I have really ‘ fo fully explained already, that I 
am afraid of trcfpaffing upon your patience by going over the ground 
again. The noble and learned Lord fays, that it ought to excito 
fufpieion when we find a man giving a falle account of the motives 
of his own conduct. He fays, Mr. Haftings reprefeuts to the Court 
of Directors, and fo dates it in his defence in the Iloufe of Com¬ 
mons, that the treafurcs were forced in confcqucncc of the refiftance 
made by the Begum to the refumption of her jaghires. My Lords; 

I admit it fullv that he does fo ftatc it. But how r Mr. Middleton 
• * 

furniffied the materials for the defence in the Iloufe of Commons, 
and did fo reprefent it, though he declared alfo in his evidence be¬ 
fore the Houfe of Commons, and though lie has fworn before your 
Lordffiips that it was determined to refume the treafurcs before the 
jaghires were attacked. It is therefore beyond all queftion a blunder, 
and a blunder, as I obferved befo/e, which the Managers have al¬ 
lowed Mr. Haftings completely to correct, by inferring in their evi- - 
dence what they call his fccond defence. I admit alfo, that the 
fame blunder is committed in the letter to the Dirc&ors, of the 
I ith of February 1782, from the Board, and that Mr. Haftings 
figned the letter, juft after his return to Calcutta. But the Beard 
refer the Directors inoft particularly to .all Mr. Haftings’s letters, 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A. 1795. 


and they fay, that by thofe it will appear that it was to punifh the 
'Begum for her daring ill-conduil in refilling the refumption of the 
jaghires, that the Nabob rtfolvcd to fei/x her treafures. Now, my 
Lords, in the letters of Mr. Huttings, to which the Board refei the 
Dircdtors, as containing complete information, that gentleman rnoft 
cxprefsly ttates that he flrcnuoufly encouraged and fupported the 
Nabob in feizing the treafures, becaufe the Begum had affitted Chcyt 
Sing during his rebellion, and fo the Court of Directors fully un- 
derftood it. To infer guilt therefore from a miftakc of Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton, or from the inaccuracy of the Secretary, in the wording of 
a general letter, is what I am furc, from the jutticc and honour of 
your Lordfhips, you never will do. 

Upon the whole, my Lords, I do declare to you upon my ho¬ 
nour, that after the fulleft inveftigation of every allegation in this 
article, and comparing each moft carefully with the evidence adduced 
in fupport of it, I am decidedly of opinion that Mr. Huttings ought 
to be acquitted of every part of the charge. Your Lordfhips will 
confidcr quo anhni the ails were done, which are allcdged to be cri¬ 
minal ; and I think you will agree with me, that Mr. Huttings 
ailed highly meritorioufly in every part of his conduct relative to 
Oudc. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR (aid, it did appear to him that 
the Nabob fhewed an unwillingncfs to refume the treafures and the 
jaghires of his mother; that as fo much therefore of the charge was 
in |iis opinion made out, he could not confcicntioufly acquit Mr. 
Haftings of all blame ; but what he had faid was merely to juftify 
his own vote, and not from a view or an expectation of influencing 
the judgement of any one of their Lordfhips. 

'I he Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, he could not give a con- 
feientious vote of Nut-Content to the quefiion upon the propofition 
agreed to by both the noble and learned Lords, that the Minifter of 
one country was not amenable to the laws of that country, if he 
procured an independent foreign Prince to do an ait of injuflice to 
one of that foreign Prince's fubjects. Jutticc, in the eye of rcafon 
and morality, was due to every individual, whether the fubjeil of a 
clefpotic Prince or a free Government. He quoted the writers on 
the jus gentium , and in particular Gntius , to fupport his argument 
.on that point. He then referred to his own notes of the evidence, 
to prove that the treafures in pofllflion of the Bhow Begum were, 
excepting one eighth (which by the laws and cyftoms of Mahome- 
dans were her property, as the widow of Sujah Dowla,) the ailual 
property of the reigning Nabob, Afoph ul Dowla. His Lordfhip 
faid, that the treaty, as it was called, of 1775, was aitually ufu- 
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rious, and would have been fet nfide on that ground by any court 
of law in Wedminfler ITall. The rcfnmption of the jaghircs v.*as, 
in his opinion, a meafure of found policy, and the only meafure 
that could afford a chance of reftoiing order to fo didratlfid a Go¬ 
vernment as Oude. Whether the meafure of feizing the treafures 
originated from the Nal -’o or from Mr. I ladings, made no fort of 
alteration, according to his \ icw of the quedion. They had clearly 
forfeited their right to them. His Lordfhip then, from his notes, 
read extracts from fotr.c of the affidavits, and from the evidence 
given in WcfiminP.tr Hall by Colonel Pophnm, Lieutenant Wade, 
Lieutenant Birrcl, Captain Svmes, Captain Grey, Mr. Shuldham, 
Captain Gordon, Captain Williams, and other gentlemen, which 
contained, in his opinion, a body of proof not to be refilled. No 
doubt could remain as io the rein ’.lions conduct of the Begums, add¬ 
ing in the only way they could aOd, through their agents. To take 
it on another ground, and that the llrongelt poffiblc—the Nabob 
owed the Company a large debt: Mr. 1 ladings, as Governor Ge¬ 
neral, dood in the lituntion rf the Nabob's principal creditor; he 
knew that the Nabob had fufiieient to pay it in the hand of a third 
perfon, and he compelled the Nabob to take that property, fo un- 
jufilv held from him, and apply it to the difeharge of his debt to 
the Company among others. What was there illegal or unfair in 
a creditor’s pur Cuing fuch a line of conduit ? 1 he alts therefore 

were judifiable without reforting to the plea of nicdlity; bat the 
neceffity had been proved in the cleared manner; and his Lordlhip 
had 110 hclitation in faying that Mr. Hadings faved India by the 
meafure which he adopted in Oud :, fubfequent to the treaty of 
Chunar. 

The quedion was then put, on Lord Thurlow’s motion. The 
' N';t-C'jtitents were declared to have it, and the whole charge was ne¬ 
gatived by one vote.—Adjourned. 

fVcihiefdayj 18 th March. 

The Earl of GUILFORD faid, that as their Lordfliips had 
made confiderablc progrefs in the cafe of Mr. Hadings, and might 
perhaps foon come to a.determination, it would nut be proper to in¬ 
terrupt them with other public bulinefs in the interim. He there¬ 
fore (hould podponc the motion which he intended on Monday , 
next, to Monday fc’nnight, for which day he moved their Lord¬ 
ships to be fummoned.—Ordered. 

' Thurfday , 19 th March , 


No. debate. 
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Friday, loth March. 

The Houfe refolved itfclf into a Committee at half paft three 
- tills day, when 

Lord THl/RLOW rofc to lay before their Lordfliips the evi¬ 
dence as' it appeared to him to apply to the charge of prefents, Hat¬ 
ed by the Common* to have been received corruptly by Mr. I fall¬ 
ings in fome inftnnccs, and in others in breach of an adl of Parlia¬ 
ment. His Lord (hip faid, that long before the return of Mr. Uaftv 
ings to Great’ Britain, he certainly had formed a very high opinion 
both of his talents anil of his fueccfsful exertions in the public fer- 
vicc, during his very long adminiftration ; and he had fully declared 
his opinion of this gentleman’s character to their Lord (hips many 
years ago. He had met with nothing, on a clofer review of the 
particular mcafurcs of his adminiftration, to induce him to change 
that opinion. But he confeffed that he looked upon the charge now 
before their Lordfliips as one which in all its parts deferved their 
moft mature and careful examination. He freely admitted alio 
that he difliked prefents; when offered as benevolences from per- 
fons of inferior Nations to Princes (and in that character Mr. Mail¬ 
ings certainly moved while in India,) they often merited the name 
of extortion; when tendered as prefents, they generally meant cor¬ 
ruption. But at the fame time that he called upon their Lordfliips 
to fift the evidence to.the bottom, it was not neccflary in fueli a 
Court, to caution them as judges to difmifs from their remembrance 
all that they had heard that was extraneous both to the evidence and 
tile charge. Inferences were not to be received, and he was fuve 
they would not be received by their Lordfliips as fubflitutes for 
proof. It had been often remarked, that if it Wv.ro pollible to fift 
this bufinefs of the prefonts, or if the evidence offered had been 
admitted, much more would have been dtfeovered than has yet been 
brought to light. Thefo obfervations were not to be attended to. 
Their Lordfliips would not be biafled by the remark fo often re- 
■peated, that Mr. I ladings might have received many more prefents 
than' thofc which are noticed in the charge. No: The Court 
tvould determine by the evidence, and by thofc inferences only 
which were fairly to be concluded from it. They were bound to 
. believe, as the fa£t undoubtedly was, that by the induftrv of the 
profeeptors} -and by the attention of die defendant’s counfcl, the 
whole truth was fully and completely before them. 

The article, entitled Prefents, was divided into two parts, and 
tile firft claufc in the charge applied to the prefent laft received ; yet 
the Commons had very properly purfued a different mode in bring- 
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ing the fiihjcft before their Lordfliips. One year (1789) was em¬ 
ployed by their Lordfliips in receiving evidence as to the prc&nts 
alledgcd to have been taken corruptly in the years 1772, 1773, 
and 1774. 

The next year of the trial (1790) was employed in adducing 
evidence to pyjve the receipt of prefents in the years 1780, 1781, 
1782, and 1783; that is, the prefents for which Mr. Haftings 
has accounted to the Company: So that, in the intermediate period 
of fix years, it is not charged that Mr. Haftings received any pre- 
fent whatever. In the flrlt period, that is, between 1772 and 
and 1774, Mr. Haftings is charged with receiving three lacks and 
fiftv-four thoufand rupees, as bribes for certain appointments which 
he made at Moorftiedabad in 1772. He is alfo charged with re¬ 
ceiving four lacks and forty-four thoufand rupees from the Ranee 
Bowannec, who is the female Zemindar of Radftiacc, and with ap¬ 
propriating to his own ufe forty thoufand rupees a year, from the 
(alary of the phoufdar of Houghly. Your Lordfliips will obferve 
that he is fuppofed to have taken all this inoi.iv in the ftrongeft 
fenfc of the words, mjl corruptly \ as bribes or bnAago for appoint¬ 
ments to offices. 

The fums taken at the latter period T (hall now but barely men¬ 
tion, bccaufc they will require a fcpaiace confidcration entirely.— 
The firft fum was the two lacks taken from Clicyt Sing in 17 S o,. 
which, by the mode of its being entered upon the public accounts, 
did appear to be the property of Mr. Haftings. Whether, from 
circumftanccs which I (hall not now go into, that fum was not fo 
difclofed as to make it bona fide the Company's money the inftant he 
t<K)k it, will be for your lordfliips hereafter to determine. 

The next is a receipt of two lacks from Patna, entered under 
the head of Durbar charges, and received in April 1781. 

The next is a fum of fifty-eight thoufand rupees entered alfo as 
Durbar charges, and it is followed by the large prefent of one hun¬ 
dred thoufand pounds, received from the Nabob Vizier by bills in 
1781, which bills were not fully paid until March 1782. Thefe 
funis were alfo entered .under the head of Durbar charges. By be¬ 
ing fo entered, they immediately became the property of the Eaft- 
India Company, and were < n to any fort of inveftigation abroad 
or in England. Your Lordfliips will at once fee that thefe charges 
involve a very different cafe from the former. I (hall not go into 
them at prefent. 

The laft is the prefent from NobkifTen, which being in fome 
meafurc different from the three preceding articles, will require a 
feparatc confidcration alfo. 
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. At the prefent moment, mv Lords, I fhnll entirely confine my ob- 
fervations to the evidence which applies to the calc of the prefents 
all edged to have been received in the years 1772, 1773, and 
1774.; that is, to the prefents which Mr. I ladings is charged to 
have received for corrupt appointments to unices in Bengal, by 
which lie added nearly one hundred thnufand pounds to his private 
fortune. I will confcfs to you, my Lords, that when a charge of 
this very ferious nature was preferred by fo great a body as the Iloufe 
of Commons, I conceived it to be trio It important indeed ; I be¬ 
lieved that thofe who framed the charge were prepared to fupport it 
by feme fining evidence that had recently been difcovcied. Your 
Lordfhips all know, that the Lc-gi flat arc his often re-appointed Mr. 
Ha flings to the high office of Governor Gmeral of. Bengal fubfe- 
quent to the period when the matter which forms this part of the 
. charge of prefents, had been ven fully difeuded in England. Your 
Lordfhips all know that in the year 1773, tlu: minilterof that day- 
held up Mr. fla(lings to the view of the iloufe of Commons as a 
man who was proof againft that fort of temptation, which a very 
great character had puldieh (aid the molt virtuous man was not able 
to refill. It is nearly nineteen years ago ft nee I was called upon 
in another fituation to coniiucr and to give my opinion on one of the 
.material points in the charge now under your Lordfnips’ confdera¬ 
tion. I did not therefore conceive, that facts which at that period 
were not deemed worthy of public inquiry, would, after thclapfeof 
fo many years, have hern thought matter for impeachment, unlcfs, 
which I fuppofed to be the cafe, feme ltror.g and dccifive evidence 
on the points alluded to, had been difet.vered. In that cafe, I 
fhould have held the argument often urged, that twenty years had 
elapfed fince the whole cafe had been referred to England, to have 
been fallacious and nugatory. No Jiftanec of time, no public fer- 
vice, no parliamentary appointments, ought to fcrccn a man from 
punifhment, who, charged with the government of an empire, has 
taken bribes for official appointments. I have therefore, my Lords, 
looked with all the diligence in my power, through the evidence 
which has been given in fupport of this charge. 

With rcfpedl to the Ranee Bowannee, from whom Mr. Haffings 
is accufcd of having extorted the large fum of forty-four thoufand 
pounds fterling, there certainly is not one tittle of evidence to fup- 
port the charge, nor can I find even the name of this perfon men- 
tidned in any part of the evidence. No evidence has been offered to 
fupport another allegation. Mr. Haffings is charged with receiving 
four thoufand pounds a year from, tltc fslaiy of Khan Jehan Khan, 
who was Phoufdar of Iloughly; but there is no evidence offered to 
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fupport the charge, and confequently, on both thcfe allegations Mr., 
Haftings mull be acquitted. 

The only remaining charge is, that in the year 1772, Mr. Haft- 
ings corruptly received three lacks and fifty-four thoufand rupees* 
nearly forty thoufand pounds, from Nundcoinar and Muny Begutn,- 
for appointing the fon of the former Duan, and the latter guardian 
to the Nabob of Bengal. 

Your Lordfhips will recoiled!: that one .whole year was employed 
in Wcltminftcr Hall in this part of the charge ; I will endeavour, 
therefore, as fliortly as I am able, to lay before your Lordfhips the 
refult of the evidence upon it, as it fir ikes inv rrfind. 

In the month of May 1765, Lord Clive ariivcd in Bengal, and 
brought with him politivc directions to enforce the execution of cer¬ 
tain covenants which the directors had ordered their fervants to enter 
into. By thofe covenants every man was bound not to receive more 
than one thoufand rupees from any Prince, &c. in India without 
the confent of the Council, nor above Four thoufand rupees without 
the confent of the directors. The Company, as the charge afierts, 
adopted this meafure in eonfequence of the extortions that had been 
praCtifed under the plea of receiving prefonts ; and, my Louis, it 
is a lingular faCt, that, after all the laudable indufiry exerted in the 
year 1772, by a Committee of the Houfe of Commons to difeover 
the perfons who had received prefents at the two great revolutions in 
Bengal, it did not appear that any prefent was received by Mr. Haft- 
ings, though he had been confidentially employed both by Lord 
Clive and Mr. Vanfittart. In addition to the covenants, Lord 
Clive, in the month of September 1766, propofed that every Go¬ 
vernor fiiould take a folemnoath at the Mayor’s Court in Calcutta, 
that he would not take a prefent for hirnfelf, beyond the amount 
fpecificd in his covenant. lie gave to a Governor one and one- 
eighth per cent, commiflion on the revenues. He took" the oath 
hirnfelf. Mr. Vcrclft, who fuccecded him in January 1767, took 
it alfo. But the directors made a new arrangement, and gave the 
Governor thirty-one out of one hundred lharcs, in a commiflion of 
two and a half per cent, on the revenues. This totally changed the 
nature of the oath. Mr. Cartier fucceeded Mr. Verclft in January 
, 1770. He did not take the oath, and in April 1772, when Mr. 
Hafiings fuccecded Mr. Cartier, the oath itfclf was become obfolete, - 
which was the expreflion ufed by a witnefs at your bar. The ma* 
nagers, I think, wafied a great deal of time, and very unneceflarily, 
on this fubjeCt, in order to convince your Lordlhips, that Mr. Haft- 
ings had predetermined to do all thofe corrupt aCts which they charge 
him with having done, and therefore evaded taking the oath. Now, 
Vol.XLII. Kk 
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fny Lords, I really think that any man who could commit the crimes 
ailedged againft Mr. Haftings, would hdrdly hefitate a moment, to 
- add the crime of perjury to the catalogue. 

' . Lord Clive acquired for the Company, as your Lordfhips well 
know, the Dcwannee of Bengal in 1765. It w£s his policy to 
draw what advantages he could from this grant through the medium 
1 of a double government. In other words, he not only preferved 
all the Mahomedan forms, but he actually committed to Mahomed 
‘ Reza Cawn the entire management of the revenues, and the admi- 
niftration of civil and criminal jufticc to the people. The Britifh 
Government protected the countiy by its army, and received into 
the treafury the public revenues that remained after paying twenty- 
fix lacks a year to the Mogul, fifty-three lacks to the Nabob, and 
twelve lacks to his miniftcr Mahomed Rcza Cawn, who enjoyed 
the high title of Naib Soubah. It was the earned and prefling ad¬ 
vice of Lord Clive both to his fucceflor Mr. Vrrclft and to the di- 
redtors, that this fyftem fliould remain entire in all its parts. He 
conceived that the intricacies in an Indian fyftem of finance were 
not to be unravelled by Europeans, and that the form of the double 
government was necelfary to keep down the jealoufy of foreign 
nations. 

This fyftem continued from 1765 until 1772 ; your Lordfhips 
Well know that from various caufes the promifes of Lord Clive were 
not realized, and in fad!, inftcad of Bengal yielding a balance of a 
million ftcrling a year in favour of Great Britain, the income barely 
fufficed to meet the expenditure. Under thefe peculiar circum- 
ftances, my Lords, was Mr; Haftings appointed to govern Bengal. 
Three or four days after he became Governor, in April 1772, 
orders of a very important nature were received from the diredfors, 
.and your Lordfhips will fee that this detail is ncccffary to the com¬ 
plete knowledge of the cafe, bccaufc the prefent charge originated 
from the manner in which Mr. Haftings executed thefe orders. 

He was direeled, in concert with his council, to deftroy the 
whole fabric of the double government. He was to colled! the re¬ 
venues, and to take every meafurc conncdled with them through 
the agency of thg Company’s fervants. In fhort, my Lords, he 
was to form a fyftem for the government of Bengal, under inftruc- 
tions fo general, that I may fairly fay, the whole plan was left to 
Mb judgement and diferetion. 

'.••In addition to thefe orders, which neccffarily involved the dif- 
’ miffion of Mahomed Reza Cawn from his office of Naib Soubah, 
a letter was written to Mr. Haftings himfelf, and which in the 
. event of his death was not to be opened by any other perfon, diredt- 
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ing him immediately to iffue orders for foiling the perfon of Mahomed 
Reza Cawn, his family and dependents. He was farther directed 
to order him to Calcutta, and to try him, on the charges of*hav¬ 
ing embezzled the public revenues, monopolizing rice during the 
famine, and for leaving a balance unpaid, from the time of hi* 
having been the renter of the province of Dacca. 

Mr. Hafiings was farther directed to employ, Nundcomar in dc* 
tailing the mal-pradlices of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and to afford 
him the degree of countenance neceffary to effect this purpofe. The 
directors add, they were confident, that the perfect knowledge Mr. 
Hafiings had of the man’s character, would prevent him from giving 
him any improper degree of power. 

In the execution of thefe fevere orders, Mr. Hafiings appears to 
have ailed with every poflible degree of tendernefs and humanity. 
He wrote himfelf to Mahomed Reza Cawn, cxprcffing his concern 
for his fituation; and to the gentleman who was entrufted with the 
charge of taking him prifoncr, he recommended every kindnefs and 
attention that could be (hewn to him, confifient with the literal and 
ftriit obedience of the orders. Mahomed Reza Cawn was brought 
down to Calcutta. Nundcomar was employed by Mr. Hafiings; 
but the infamous means to which he reforted in order to eonvidt 
Mahomed Reza Cawn, were fo apparent, that Mr. Hafiings tells 
the directors his own character had fuffered, he was afraid, by the- 
fuppnrt which he had given to Nundcomar; but he adds, to your 
widles I have facrificcd my own feelings. In the end, my Lords, 
Mahombd Reza Cawn was fully acquitted ; and though your Lord- 
fiiips have heard Mr. Hafiings accufed in Weftminfier Hall of t;eat¬ 
ing him with harfhnefs and injufiicc, Mahomed Reza Cawn himfelf 
w as fcnfiblc, as appears by the evidence, that he owed his honour 
and his life to the juftiec and impartiality of Mr. Hafiings. 

I will now ftate to your Lordihips the plan adopted by Mr. Haft- 
ings for the future government of Bengal, in the adoption of which 
he provided for die fon of Nundcomar, and expofed himfelf to the 
prefent accufation. It was determined that a Committee of the 
council fhould proceed to Moorffiedabad ; Mr. Hafiings was preli- 
dent of that Committee j he left Calcutta in May, and returned in 
September, having been about two months and a half at Moorfhe- , 
dabad. During his abfence, he formed an arrangement, new in- 
all its parts. The lands were let on leafes of five years. Corots 
of Jufiice were efiablifiicd throughout the provinces; the feat of go¬ 
vernment was removed to Calcutta, with all the ncceffaiy offices* 
the records, &c. In fhort, in every meafure taken by Mr. Haft- 
ings, he appears to have ailed fyficmatically, and with a view of 
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convincing the natives that the .Governor and Council of Bengal 
would in future manage all the details of government. In the courfc 
6 f the various difeuffions which neccffarily employed Mr. Haftings 
and his Committee, they wore to confidcr in what manner they 
were to obey the orders which the diredtors had fent them, for ap¬ 
pointing another minifter in the room of Mahomed Reza Cawn. 
The diredtors had conceived fuch an appointment to be ncccflary, as 
well for tranfacUng occafional bufinefs with the Nabob, as to be the 
medium of communication with the French, Dutch, and Danifh 
Governments in Bengal. After very mature deliberation, and well 
confidering how far ar liberal execution of thefe orders would derange 
the new fyftem of things, Mr. Haftings determined, and with very 
great propriety I think, to difobey them; and fo far the managers 
have made good their charge. He obferved, that if any (ingle mi- 
nifter wa's to be appointed, with a falary of three lacks of rupees a 
year, which was the order, it would convey an idea to the natives, 
that the office of Naib Soubah dill fubfifted: That it was unncccflaiy 
for the mere purpofc of being the channel of communication with 
foreign nations; and therefore he determined to divide this falary 
amongft three perfons. Muny Begum, the widow of Mcer Jaffier, 
was appointed guardian of the young Nabob, and fuperintendant 
of bis houfchold; Goordafs, the fen of Nnndcomar, was appointed 
Duan ; and Rajahullub, Roy Rayan of the Khalfa. The Board 
fully approved of two of the appointments; but, ignorant of the 
•motives which induced Mr. Haftings to propofc Rajah Cioordafs, 
they oppofed his appointment, on account of the notorinuty infa¬ 
mous character of his father Nundc ar.ar. The majority however 
Concurred with Mr. Haftings, and all the appointments were con¬ 
firmed. The charge goes upon an idea, that Muny Begum was 
really intruded with great power in rise government of the country, 
and flic is defevibed in it as a perfon wholly unlit to govern the 
, Nabob's dominions. The manager who opened the charge, fo ar- 
■ gued it too; but, my Lords, the whole evidence proves die truth 
of Mr. Haftings’s alfcrtion when the appointment took place, that 
' in fadt (he would have no authority beyond the walls of the zenana. 
Site applied to Jjim for certain privileges heretofore enjoyed by the 
ptsrfon adVing as guardian to the Nabob. By allow ing them, Mr. 
Jffoftings yrould have given her fomc pow'er, and, in language per- 
fodlly polite, he declined compliance with any of her requefts. In 
Jiid letter tp the diredtors, Mr. Haftings fully explains his reafons 
for all his a&ions: He tells the directors that the uncle of the Na- 
,!bob was the only perfon who could have had a fuperior claim to 
Muny ‘Begum to the appointment in queftion, and Iris reafons for 
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preferring the Begum are fo clear, and indeed fo unanswerable, 
that I am confident every one of your Lordfhips will be convinced 
of the perfect propriety of his conduct. As foon as the direftors 
had received an account from Mr. Haflings, of the various transac¬ 
tions which were crowded into the firft lix months of his adminiftra- 
tion, they fent him a letter of thanks, and exprefled their complete 
approbation of all he had done, adding particularly, that they fully 
approved the appointment of Muny Begum. Your Lordfhips there¬ 
fore .will confider, that though the Commons have proved that Mr. 1 
Mailings difoheyed the Company’s orders, it is proved alfo that in 
their opinion he had confidcrably improved upon the plan which 
they had prefeubed. 

The arrangements thus approved were fubmitted to the infpec- ■ 
tion of Parliament in 177 3, and to the Minifter of that day they 
appeared to do Mr. Haflings fo much credit, that he proposed fo 
nominate him the firft Governor General of Bengal, under the re¬ 
gulating aft of that year. The new Government took place in 
Bengal in Oftobcr 1774.; and your Lordfhips have it in evidence, 
that the firft three months were {pent in difeufling the political men-, 
fures which Mr. Haflings had adopted in that and the preceding 
year. The unfortunate difientions in the Council began, in faft, 
on the fecond day that the Board afieml led. 

But it was not until the month of March, 1775, that any mea- 
fure was brought forward which pointed at the private character of 
Mr. Haflings. On the 11 th of that month, a letter was brought to 
the Board by Mr. Francis, which he faid was delivered to him pub¬ 
licly by Nundcomar, wlm required him, as a Counfcllor of the 
State, to deliver it to ll.c Board. Your Lordfhips have all read 
the letter, and a more extraordinary cr a more infWcnt production 
never appeared undoubtedly, nor one which carried falfchood upon 
the face of it more ftrongly. After fin ting his ferviccs ; the pto- 
mifes which Mr. Haftings had made to him, to induce him to dif- 
covcr the embezzlements of Mahomed Roza Cawn, which he fays 
amounted to nearly three millions ftcrling ; the breach of Mr. Haf- 
tings’s promifes ; the enmity which he had fincc (hewn him', and ; 
Which he avows to be his motive for what he is going to relate; he 
ftrongly infinuates that Mr. Haflings had received immenfe fums 
from Mahomed Reza Cawn, Sittabroy, and others. He adds, 
“ Having fo far written generally, I now come to particulars,”— 
and then he ftates, that at various times in the year 1772, Mr. 
Haftings had received the fum of three lacks and fifty-four thoufand 
rupees from himfclf, his fon Goordafs, and Muny Begum, ill con- 
fideration of making the appointments which I have already men- • 
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tioned to your Lordfhips. After the letter had been read through, 
the Board adjourned, Mr. Haftings having very properly, in my 
mind, obferved upon the firigular circumftance of a member of the 
Government prefenting fuch a letter to the Council. 

At their next meeting another letter was fent in by Nundcomar, 
defiring to be confronted with Mr. Haftings, and to bring proofs of 
his charges before the Board. In the fame letter he tells the Board 
that he warned former Governors of the eonfequcnces of attending 
to their own iritereft, and not of that of the Company. My Lords, 
it is impofllbleto read fuch a letter, and the proceedings which fol¬ 
lowed, without admitting that there was at leaft much indiferetion 
in' the conduit of the majority, who wiflied to call Nundcomar be¬ 
fore the Board. ■ Mr. Haftings declared that he would not fit at that 
Board, the firft British fubjeft in India, to be confronted with fuch 
a mifereant as Nundcomar; that the proportion was made with a 
view to infult, to degrade him, and to proclaim the annihilation of 
his power to all Hindoftan; but he added, which is very material for 
your Lordfhips to confider, that in a. Committee of the Board they 
might hear all that Nundcomar had to fay, and they might infti- 
tute any proccfs they pleafed. The Board perfifted, and Mr. 
Haftings declared the Council diftblvcd. 

Here, my Lords, the evidence ends. What patted after Mr. 
Haftings had diffolved the Council, your Lordfhips, as Judges, 
cannot know, except in fo far as the proceedings are alluded to in 
thofe letters from Mr. Hidings and the majority to the Company, 
which are in evidence. But it is an hiftorical fad, my Lords, and 
perhaps I may fairly be allowed to mention it, that all the infor¬ 
mation given bv Nundcomar to the majority was fubmitted to the 
law officers of the Company in Bengal, who did not recommend 
any profecution in India, but advifed the Board to tranfmit every 
paper, and all the evidence, to the Company, who might, if the 
matter were worthy of their notice, file a bill againft Mr. Haftings, 
and comjpel a difeovery. Thcfe documents arrived at a time when 
it certainly was the anxious wifh of the Minifter to take any fair 
•and reafonable ground he could for the removal of Mr. Haftings. 
The papers were all fubmitted to the law officers of the Company, 
who declared that the information of Nundcomar, even-upon the 
ex purle cafe before them, could not pofiibly be true. The rcafons 
fm tat belief were afiigned at length: The Directors, though a 
.majority of them were very well difpofed to oblige the Minifter, 
concurred with their law officers, and all that rubbifli and trafh re¬ 
mained unnoticed from 1776 to the year 1789 ; when, as your 
Lordfhips know, it was repeatedly prefied upon you by the Ma- 
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nagers, as containing proofs of the corruption of Mr. Haftingn, 
and it was very properly rcje&ed by the Court. It was never pre¬ 
tended by the Managers that they had evidence to go a Hep beyond 
' this rcje&ed information of Nundcomar: and here, my Lords, { 
cannot avoid faying—Hard fate of Mr. Haftings!!!—The gentle¬ 
men of the majority were fo indifereet, fo far I think I may fay, as 
to write to theDiredlors, in March 1775# that though Mr. Hat- 
tings then called Nundcomar a mifereant, he had been high in his 
confidence, and clofely connected with him before their arrival: I 
fay it was indifereet, my Lords, to fend fuch intelligence to die 
body, in obedience to whofc commands alone it was owing that 
Nundcomar was employed at all, or even admitted into the prefenoe 
of Mr. Haftings. To fend fuch a letter to a body, who had been 
told by Mr. Haftings above a year before, that he had every thing 
to expe£t from the malignity and difappointed ambition of Nund¬ 
comar, who had hoped to rife on the ruin of Mahomed Reza Cawn. 
I fay, t my Lords, the fate of Mr. Haftings was hard indeed ; placed 
as he was by the Dire&ors in the facrcd character of a Judge, he 
took every poflible means to determine fairly and juftly on the accu- 
fation againft Mahomed Reza Cawn. The acquittal gave general 
fatisfa&ion, though Nundcomar prefumed to fay, he imputed it to 
the bafeft corruption. 

I come now, my Lords, to the next point in this charge, on 
which your Lordftiips muft decide : It is fully proved—Mr. Haf¬ 
tings himfolf never denied the fadt—I mean the receipt of a lack 
and a half of rupees for zeafut, a Perfian word for .entertainment, 
which was paid to Mr. Haftings from the treafury of the Nabob 
of Bengal, and entered on the public accounts of his treafury in 
the year 1772* 

It is ncceflary to ftatc the circumftances which led to the difeuf- 
fion of this fubjedt ; they are curious, and (hew the unhappy fpirit 
which prevailed at the time in the Supreme Council. In the month 
of May, 1775, a man employed in the treafury by the Begum, 
brought a number of accounts to an Englifh gentleman, and by 
thofe, he faid, it would appear that part of the Nabob’s money for 
many years paft had been embezzled. The information having been 
given to the Supreme Council, they immediately diverted the Begum 
of her appointment, and deputed Mr. Goring to Moorfbedabad, to 
fcize all her papers, containing the accounts of the Nabob’s expendi¬ 
ture from the year 1764101772. This gentleman was to deliver 
over the accounts, after he had feized them, to three commiftioners. 
Soon after his arrival at Mooorfhedabad, h'e fent a letter of two linen 
10 the Board, inclofing a written declaration from the Begum, that 
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{he had paid a lack and a half of rupees to Mr. Haftings. His 
conduct, on the receipt of this information, was exactly what any 
man would have held. He cxprefics his furprile that Mr. Goring, 
who was entrufted with a limited comnwffion, and that commiftion 
not to examine accounts, blit to deliver them toothers, fhouldhave 
fcle&cd this item for trnnfmiflion ; he defires the Begum to be afked 
if the fum was paid by agreement, by application from him, or in 
confequcncc of eflabliflied ufage and cuflom ? The nnfwcr is clear 
and dccilive. Every (Governor, (he fays, coming to Moorfheda- 
,bad, received two thoufand rupees a day in lieu of proviiions ; be¬ 
yond that fhe had not given a finglc cowrie, and every payment 
"would appear up-on the record. N«>w*, my Lords, as the record 
alluded to was in the pofieflton of Mr. Goring, and was to undergo 
a clofe infpedtion by three conimiffioncrs, it is abfolutely impoffiblc 
to believe that Mr. Haftings did receive any other fum beyond that 
which he never f6r a moment denied that he had received. Mr. 
Cioiing fpcaks out fully, and with great finccrity explains the bufi- 
nefs. Mr. Haftings had requefted that he n«ight be defired to ac¬ 
count for fo partial a fele&ion. Mr. Goring, in reply, on the 3d 
of June, faid, the Begum gave the account, on being carncflly prefted 
by him to ftatc how the deficiency arofe. He humbly begs pardon 
of the Board if he has exceeded his duty; but adds, “ The extra¬ 
ordinary confidence you were plcafed to repoi’e in me, and the unli¬ 
mited power attending it, moved me to exert myfclf to the utmoft, 
that the intent of my appointment might not lie entirely fruitlefs.” 

Now, my Lords after this frank and plain declaration,- your 
Lordfhips mufl all be convinced that the real objedt of Mr. Goring's 
appointment was to obtain for the majority a full account of all the 
fums which Mr. Haftings had received at Moorlhedabad ; your 
Lordfhips muft alfo be fully fatisfied that the only fum which Mr. 
'Haftings did receive, was two thoufand rupees a day, forzeafut or 
' entertainment, agreeably to eftabliflied ufage. The Managers af¬ 
firm in the charge, and have fo argued it, that this was a fum re¬ 
ceived for an appointment to office, and if it were fo received, it 
is a crime of a moil ferious nature, deferving the marked condcmna- 
tipn of your Lordfhips. But I cannot find one line of evidence on 
the ptfbfecution which invalidates the declaration of the Begum, that 
it was given agreeably to cfta’oliftied ufage. 

Colonel Monfon fays, he has heard that it has been an eftab- 
. lifhed ufage for perfons of diftinguifhed rank, when refident at the 
^Courts of Eaftern Princes, to have large fums of money paid them 
for their table expcnccs j that Mr. Haftings can fatisfy the Dircc- 
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tors whether he did fo receive this fum, or whether he has charged 
his expcnces to the Company while he was at Moorfhedabad. 

Now, my Lords, the Managers have given evidence to prove that 
the travelling cxpcnccs of Mr. I ladings and his fuitc to and from Cal¬ 
cutta were paid ; the whole amount docs not exceed three thoufand 
pounds ; and there is alfo a general charge for the Committee of 
Circuit, which cannot be applicable to Mr. Mailings. It is per- 
fc£lly clear, therefore, that the cxpcnccs of Mr. Mailings while at 
Moorfhedabad were not defrayed by the Company. The evidence 
for the defendant carries the matter but one flep farther. It relies 
on the Begum’s declaration that all Governors received a limilar al¬ 
lowance, and the counfcl prove, that as often as the Nabob was in 
Calcutta, he received from the Company one thoufand rupees a 
day for zcafut. But in the evidence in reply, the Managers for the 
Commons fairly and candidly, and much to their honour, produced 
evidence which the counfcl of the defendant, with all their indufby, 
had not been able to difeover. The Auditor of the India Houfc 
being called by the Managers, read from a book of public accounts, 
a flatcmcnt of the allowances made to Lord Clive firft, and next to 
Mr. Vcrclfl, when they were at Moorfhedabad as Governor ; and 
no doubt, therefore, can remain as to the truth of the Begum's 
declaration, that every Governor, while at Moorfhedabad, received 
the fame allowance as Mr. Mailings. With this body of evidence 
before you, I do not believe that any one of your Lordfhips will think 
that the Commons have made good any part of the charge of pre- 
fents, flatcd to have been corruptly received in the years 1772* 
1773, and 1774. The payment now in queftion is exprefsly 
charged to lie a bribe. The evidence certainly difproves the charge. 
But the Commons have given evidence to (hew the partiality of Mr. 
H idings towards the Begum, from W'hence they would infer fomc 
corrupt underftanding between them. It no w'hcrc appears in the 
evidence that fhc had embezzled any part of the Nabob’s money. 
All will appear, (lie fays, upon the records, and fhc feems to be 
completely juflified. Your Lordfhips heard, and with much pain, 
I am fure, a great deal of coarfe inveclive uttered againd this lady. 
She was deferibed as a dancing girl—a common proditutc—a dealer 
in fpirits ; and many other epithets were applied to her, which I 
(hall not enumerate; but I certainly have taken fomc pains to trace, 
as far as I could, both from the evidence and the hiftory of the 
times, the real fituation of this lady. I find that the only autho¬ 
rity on which fhc has been called a dancing girl by the Manager, is 
a letter written from a man of the name of Nuned-Roy to General 
Clavering, in wliich he tells the General, “ Every day’s news i» 
Vql.XLII. LI 
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transmitted to you”—-and then he inclofes a paper, which contains 
what he calls the hidory of Muny Begum ; dating that her mother 
being poor, (he fold her to a midrefs of dancing girls; that (he came 
to Moorfhcdabad, danced before Meer Jafiicr, who took her to his 
houfe, where (he became the mother of the Nabob Nudjum ul 
Dowlah. Here the dory ends. This young Nabob died in 1766, 
above the age of twenty ; fo that, if credit is to be given to any 
part of the intelligence of Nuncd Roy, Muny Begum has been at 
lead half a ccnturv in a verv elevated lituation. She was a woman 

* a 

of high rank when \vc were mere merchants in Bengal. Lord 
Clive defijribes her fo far back as 1765, as the widow of Meer 
Jafficr, anti upon the credit of her tediinony he receiver! a legacy of 
five lacks of rupees, as a hequed from her late hu(band Meer Jafficr, 
which the noble Lord appropriated as a fund for the half pay of the 
Company’s officers and foldiers. In her tedimony (he dates that 
Meer Jaflicr her huiband had cxprefsly directed her to pay this mo¬ 
ney to Lord Clive on his arrival in Bengal, and, after receiving her 
own fcttlcmcnt, to riilburfc the remainder in the manner he had di- 
reclcd. Your Lordfhips will find this tranfaftion fully detailed in 
one of the Reports of the Houfe of Commons. 

It appears from the evidence, that in 1771* Mahomed Reza, 
Cavvn, giving an account to the Governor of the wives of Meer 
Jafficr, reprefents the deccafed mother of Mceran as die fird and 
mod rtfpetfed amongd them. He then mentions Muny Begum as 
tiic next; but her fon, who was Nabob of Bengal, being dead, 
and the mother of die reigning Nabob dill alive, it was proper, in 
Mahomed Roza Cawn’s opinion, that thefe two ladies (hould be 
deemed of equal rank. Your Lordfhips fee by the evidence in 
what light (he was edeemed bv Mr. (ladings and liis Council.— 
The Dirr&ors ordered her to be difmjfFed from the office, to which 
Mr. Huttings re-appointed her, at the expref* application of the 
Nabob in 1778. She was accordingly removed in 1780 ; and the 
next evidence rdpedling her, is a letter from Mr. Hadings to the 
Directors, dated in November, 1783, inclofing a reprefentation 
from the Begum of the fituation which (he had filled, the refped in 
which the. had been held in Bengal for fo many years, and the hard- 
Jhips which the had fudnined in confequcnce of the unfortunate dif¬ 
ferences in the Supreme Council. If your Lorddiips, from curio- 
(ity, fhould be inclined to perufc this letter, you will find it in page 
1092 of the Evidence. It was produced by the Managers ; and a 
more tcrfipcratc, affc&ing, and dignified letter I never read. It 
proves that, whatever fituation die may have filled in her very early 
life, if it be true -that her origin was low, (lie was well calculated to 
I 
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fuftain with the utmoft decorum and propriety the high rank to which 
fhc had been elevated by Mecr JafTier. Time having foftened thofe 
prejudices by which this lady had fo fcvcrcly fuflered, the Court of 
Diredfors, with a humanity and a fenfe of jutlicc which well be¬ 
came them, referred this reprefentation to Lord Cornwallis, from a 
conviction thqt the noble Marquis would determine upon the merits 
of tins lady with the ftr'uftcft impartiality; and accordingly, my 
Lords, it appears in evidence, that a pention was fettled upon her 
of ten thoufand rupees a month, about twelve thoufand pounds a 
•- car; which was widiin a mere trifle of the extent of her requeit. 
Thus, my Lords, has this lady received feme compcnfation for the 
injuries which Hie had formerly fuftained; and after having held 
the rank of the Hr ft woman in Bengal for near forty years, the wife 
of one Prince, the mother of another, and the guardian of two 
other Princes; after having feen her hnlband the ablblutc Sovereign 
of Bengal, and the family of her hufband originally receiving fifty- 
three Jacks of rupees a year, w hich has now been brought down to 
fxteen ; flic will at leal! have the fatisfaiftion, in her latter days, of 
being relieved from every apprehenflon of pcrfonal wants, or per- 
fonal indignities. Your Lordfhips, I hope, will excufc me for 
having detained you fo long on this part of the cafe. You -will 
recollect that the Commons deemed it fo weighty and important, 
that they employed four days in opening it in Woflminftcr Hall. 

I Jiave examined all the evidence with the utmoft attention of which 
I am capable, and I am convinced that it is abfolutcly impoflihle for 
your Lordfhips to determine that the Commons have made good 
any part of the charge. The lack and a half of rupees, it is clear, 
was not received as a bribe for an appointment to office ; confe- 
qucntly it is not that crime which the Commons charge. It was a 
compliance with an tftabliflicd ufage, and would have been received 
equally, if no arrangement had been made in 1772. I have been 
the more particular aifo, my Lords, in fuminiiig up all the evi¬ 
dence in this cafe, beenufe the Manager (Mr. box) who replied on 
this charge, and of whofe acutenefs and abilities I have a very high 
opinion, profefied hirnfelf to be convinced that the Commons had 
proved the charge of corruption in this inftar.ee r.vil comphtely. I 
will not detain your Lordfhips longer than to move, “ 'I hat die 
Commons have made gt ud the fixtlt article, as fir as it relates to a 
corrupt receipt of three lacks and fifty-four thoufand rupees in the 
year 1772.” 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he fhculd detain their 
Lordfhips but a very few moments, not meaning to go into the 
circumftantial detail that the Committee had heard fo ably Hated by 
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die noble and learned Lord. He was perfectly ready to admit that 
the Commons had totally failed in making good any part of the 
charge, except the receipt of the lack and a half of rupees, which 
Mr. Haftings had admitted to be true ; and even though the fa6t of 
his having received the lack and a half was proved, yet there certainly 
was no proof that Mr. Haftings had received it as a confideration 
for an appointment to office, which be concurred with the learned 
Lord in thinking would have been a crime of a very heavy nature 
indeed. He was induced to think that if this article lu\d ftcod alone, 
die Commons would not have charged it. It was mixed with 
others, of which, under their Lordfbips’ rules, no evidence could 
be given. It had been diftin&ly proved by the managers that it 
wasufual for Governors to receive two thoufand rupees a day while 
at Moorftiedabad; and the money paid firft to Lord Clive, and 
next to Mr. Vcrelft on the fame account, was in evidence. As 
there was no ground therefore to believe that Mr. Haftings had pro¬ 
longed his ftay one day at Moorftiedabad with a view of putting two 
thoufand rupees in his pocket, he certainly fliould concur with the 
noble and learned Lord ; but lie confidently hoped that this practice, 
which however cuftom might have juftifkd in feme degree, no longer 
obtained in India. He would propofc, in preference to the learned 
Lord’s motion, to put it, That the Commons had made good the 
fixth article, as far as it related to a corrupt receipt of prefents in the 
year 1772, 1773, and 1774. 

Lord THURLOW confcntcd to the amendment. The motion 
was put, and negatived, tumble Jijfcnlicntc. 


Monday j 2 3 d March. 

The Houfe being rcfolvcd into a Committee, 

Lord THURLOW immediately rofe, to ftato to their Lordfliipa 
the nature of the fccond divilion of the charge of prefents, and to 
adduce the evidence which had been given upon it, by the managers, 
and die defendant’s counfel. 

He obferved, that the laft day on which the Committee fat, their 
Lordftiips had determined, nemtne dijjhitiente , that the Commons 
had not made good the firft branch of this charge, namely, the re¬ 
ceipt of confiderablc prefents, for brokage and bribes for the fale of 
offices, the moft odious and difgraccful fpccics of corruption that 
pould be charged againft a public man. 

The prefent accufation, faid Lord Thurlow, is in its nature very 
materially different. We are now, my Lords, to confider Mr. 
Haftings’s conduit in receiving prefents between the years 1780 
and 1784, to a very large amount, for the ufe of the Company, 
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as he contends; but. as the managers in argument have contended, 
for his own ufe; though at a fubfequent period, as they fay, fear 
induced him to apply them to the public fervicc. 

I f the m mngers have fucceeded in proving that Mr. Haftings re¬ 
ceived thcfe prefonts, intending to apply them to his own ufe, then 
Mr. 1 l iftings muft be found guilty, and will be puniftied, as he very 
v. oil deferves to be. hut on the otlier hand, if your Lordlhips (hall 
bo of opinion that he hna ill: intended, at the time thcfevcral pre- 
feuts wore r -.\ : vu>, lo apply them in the manner they aftually were 
apilud, to the public fervicc, then you will have to confider the 
coin!ruftion vl.’eh the managers have put upon the aft of 1773, 
by whi. h, as y fay. It became criminal to receive prefents for 
the Company’s ufe. You will alfo have to confider whether the 
mere breach 0: mar flatute could now be a matter of impeachment, 
fincc rkc eiaufc relative to the receipt of prefents was repealed in 
17S4. 

1 do not 7”co'U'ft that the manager* who fummed up this charge 
on the part of iho Commons laid that particular ilrefs on die breach 
of tiie law at that period, which he did. in fumming up the evidence 
in reply, when it was very ftrenuoufly contended, that Mr. Iiilftings 
muft he conviftcd upon the bicach of the law, even if your Lord- 
fid ps Ihould be of opinion that each prefent was received withtho 
clcarcft detcrmiivuion to appropriate it to tlitj ufe of the Company. 
It was alfo contended, and evidence was brought to prove, that 
Mr. llafhigs, in receiving thefe prefents, had afted againft his 
own recorded opinion of the true fenfe and meaning of the aft of 
1773. Now, my Lords, it has happened in this inftance as it has 
in fo many others, that the evidence produced did in faft prove the 
reverfe of the manager’s affertions. It appears very clear to me, 
that Mr. Ha!tings and the council in Calcutta, and the directors, 
and His Majtfty’s Minifters at home, conftrucd the aft in this way— 
that Ei iti'.h fubjefts in India might receive prefents for the Company’s 
ufe, though they were interdifted from receiving them for their own 
ufe. This appears perfeftly clear from what aftually palled relative 
to a prefent from Snjah Dowlah to a brigade of Britilh forces in the 
year 1774. Mr. Haftings faid, that the aft aftually precluded 
the officers from accepting that prefent, but advifed its being re¬ 
ceived as a depofit in the Company’s treafury; and he promifed the 
army to recommend their cafe ftrongly to the Court of Directors. 
The prefent was received from Afoph ul Dowlah, lodged in the 
Company’s treafury, and diftributed by an order of the Court of 
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Directors, which order was approved by the Board of Controul, 
while the noble Lord who now fits in the chair at your table, was 
a Member of that Board, and his name appears to the letter of ap¬ 
probation. 

It will not therefore be contended here, tin-ugh it was in Weft- 
minfter Hall, that Mr. Waitings has held two opinions as to the 
true intent and meaning of that aft. lie took prefents every yisr 
of his government, cither of fmall amount, or to a coniiderable va¬ 
lue, and brought them to the Company’s credit. 

The prefents which yet remain to be confidercd differ in fume 

circumfianccs: I {hall therefore follow the rule fo wifely laid down 

* 

by your Lordftiips, and take them up ft paratcly. 

The firft is the prefent from Cheyt Sing, received in June 1780. 
Your Lordftiips will fee that this prefent is entered as a depofir in 
the Company’s books; that is, as a fum at the con.1n.1nd of Mr. 
Haftings, and making part of his private fortune. Now, my Lords, 
Mr. Haftings muff: be convidied on this head, unkfs, on a fair and 
full view of all the evidence, it fhall be made out, to the farisfac-. 
tionof your Lordftiips, that he really made that fort of difclofurc 
of this prefent asfoon as he had received it, as absolutely precluded 
him from the power of converting it to his own ufc. I will en¬ 
deavour, as fliortlv as I can, to (late the cfilcl of the evidence to 
your Lordftiips, as it (hikes my mind. In the month of June 1780, 
Mr. Haftings propofed to the Council the plan of an expedition into 
the province of Malwa. He expeded by this expedition to draw 
Madajec Scindia from Guzzerat to the defence of his own dominions; 
and in that event, it would have been a very powerful diverfion in 
favour of General Goddard ; or that it would produce the ultimate 
object which Mr. Haftings hoped to attain by the expedition—a peace 
with the Marattas, to which he fuppofed Scindia would be adverfe, 
as long as he was himfelf at the head of the Marat (a armies, and as 
long as his own dominions fliould remain uninvaded. This plan 
was oppOfed by Mr. Francis and Mr. Wilder, who formed the 
majority, notwithftanding the very uncommon earnefinefs with which 
Mr. Haftings entreated them to leave the conduit, as they had 
thrown the refponfibility, of the Maratta war upon him. At the 
clofe of his propofilion, he ufes thefe remarkable expreftions: “ I 
wifli I could ftake my life on the fucccfs of the expedition.” 
Whether it would have been better for the majority to have fub- 
mitted their opinions to that of Mr. Haftings, cannot be matter of 
doubt, becuufe the expedition did take place at a period foincwhat 
later, and did a dually produce all thofc beneficial confequcnces 
which Mr. Haftings had predicted from its adoption. 
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It appears, my Lords, from the evidence, that, after this pm* 
poiition was rejected, Mr. Haftings fent for the Buxey of Cheyt 
Sing, who had offered him a prefent of two lacks of rupees .fome 
time before. There is fome difference in the ffatement of the ground 
on which this prefent was offered. Mr. Larkins fays, that it was 
offered on a plea of atoning for the paft mifeonduft of Cheyt Sing, 
though really with a hope of its inducing Mr. Haffings to wave in 
future the demand of the fubltdy. Mr. Haffings in his defence fays, 
that he fully explained to Sadanund the propriety and juftice of the 
war fublidy; that he told him it never would be given up while the. 
war lafted ; but on the refforation of peace this extra payment would 
no longer be demanded. He fays that he received the fullcft affur- 
anccs in the name of the Rajah from Sadanund, of ftruSV obedience 
in future, and an offer of a prefent of two lacks of rupees, ac¬ 
companied by apologies for his former ill behaviour. Mr. Haftings 
goes on to fay that he cordially accepted his apologies, but declined 
the prefent. On the refufal of the majority to confent to the pro- 
poiition of Mr. Haftings, it appeared to him, that the only objection 
urged againft the menfure, was the extra cxpence which would be 
incurred by it. On his return therefore from the Council he fent 
to Sadanund, and t'dd him he had reconfidered his mailer’s offer, 
would accept the money, anil dclircd him to pay it to Mr. Larkins. 
He rcqucllcd Mr. Larkins to receive it, to fend it to Mr. Croftes 
the treafurer, and he informed Mr. I/arkins that it was a fum that 
had been offered to him, and which he accepted for the Company, 
in order to remove the objections which had been urged by Mr. Fran¬ 
cis and Mr. Wheler 10 the expedition againft Malwa. 

This was on the 2 iff of June; on the 26th Mr. Haftings again 
fubmitted the fubjeft of the expedition to the conffderation of the 
Board, and with a degree of earnellncfs that muff convince your 
Lordlhips it was a point, in his opinion, on which the fete of In¬ 
dia depended, as in fa& it did. In his minute he tells the Board, 
that they do not appear to have offered any reafonable objection to 
the plan, except that it would be attended with confiderable addi¬ 
tional cxpence. • 

“ The objection made to the cxpence (fays Mr. Haffings), is a 
material one ; but a vigorous exertion cannot be made without ex¬ 
pence, nor can the war he concluded honourably, or profccutedfuc-- 
cefsfully, without fuch an exertion. Feeble meafurcs, and advances 
for peace, will but add to the ftrength and preemption of our adver-. 
faries, difeourago our friends, and, perhaps, induce them to become 
parties againft us.” 

In another part of his minute he fays, “ The. part which this* 
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government 1ms hitherto borne in the war is mine ; the other mem- 
'bers having repeatedly difelaimed their (hare in the refponfibility at¬ 
tending it. It is hard, that while they load me with the weight of 
fueh a charge, they fhould bind my hands, and deny me the means 
of fupporting it.” 

He concludes his minute, my Lords, by Hating, that whether 
the troops which he propofes to employ in the invafion of Malwa 
are in the field or in cantonments, their pay mull be the fame; 
that the contingent expcnccs, therefore, are all which can fairly be 
charged to the expedition. Thofe contingencies he rates high, when 
he fuppafes they will amount to two lacks of rupees: That fum, he 
fays, he is defirous to contribute to carry his mcafurc, to which he 
hopes there can no longer be an objection ; and he adds, that he 
has already depofited it within a fmall amount, in the hands of die 
fub-treafurcr. 

The majority ftill perfifted in their oppofition; and there is a 
circumftance which ought to follow in the evidence, but by fome 
accident it does not, and therefore I (hall (late it, not as making 
part of the cafe, but leaving it to your Lordftiips to give the circum- 
ftances what confidcration you may think they deferve. Mr. Mark¬ 
ham was examined in Weftminftcr Hall on this prefent: He declares 
himfelf to have been privy to it at the time, refers to the evidence 
which he had given on the fubjccl in the Houfe of Commons, and 
fays it would fave time if that were inferted as his anfwcr. I pre¬ 
fume, my Lords, that a copy of the evidence given in the Houfe 
of Commons was not at hand. The Commons went to another 
head of examination, and it is left in this imperfeft way upon your 
Lordfliips* minutes I have looked at Mr. Markhams evidence 
before the Houfe of Commons, and I find that he very fully details 
the communication made to him by Mr. Haftings, relative to this 
prefent. The converfation happened immediately after die rejection 
of Mr. JHaflings’s laft propofition to the Council, and he expreffed 
hi} concern to Mr. Markham, that he had accepted the prefent from 
Cheyt Sing, fincc he could not now make the ufe of it that he had 
intended. It was* by an accidental omifiiort of all the parties, as 
your Lordfhips muft perceive, that the complete evidence is not upon 
your minutes. My Lords, the next communication of this prefent 
was to Mr. Sulivan, and it was fent by a foreign (hip in Auguft 
1780, with liberty to Mr. Sulivan to make any public or private 
ufe of it he pleafed. From all thefe circum(lances, which are in 
evidence, I think it appears ir.oft clearly, that Mr. Haftings never 
had the mod diftant idea of appropriating this money to his own ufe. 
There Was a fourth communication, which Mr. Haftings fuppufed 
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he had made prefent, though, in point of fact, he had not 

made it j but, In the way it ftrikes me, it gives great weight to the 
preceding evidence. Major Scott received a letter from Mr. Haft- 
ings, dated the 7th of December 1782, feme time in the month 
of May 1783, and he underwent a very long examination before 
the Seledt Committee of the Houfe of Commons, which, by the dc- 
fire of both the parties, was read to your Lordfhips. It appeared, 
that on being allied whether he knew from whom the fcvcral fums 
were received, that Mr. Haftings had accounted for to the Company, 
he faid, that one of the fums was from Cheyt Sing ; and he read a 
part of a letter from Mr. Haftings to him, in which he fiys, “ You 
may remember the two lacks which I received from Cheyt Sing, 
to defray the cxpencc of Camac’s detachment.” Major Scott dc- 
pofed, before your Lordftiips, that no communication had been made 
to him of this prefent, becaufc he had left Mr. Haftings's family 
at the time it was received, and was on his way to Chunar. I in¬ 
fer from this, my Lords, that Mr. Haftings had no conception of 
keeping tile matter fecret; that, fuppoftng Mr. Scott to have been 
in his family at the time die prefent was received, he conceived he 
had communicated it to him, as ho certainly would liave done, had 
Mr. Scott been at Calcutta at the time. 

Your Lordftiips will find, that the next communication of the 
prefent was made in a letter from Mr. Haftings to the Court of Di- 
redtors, dated the 29th of November 1780. The obfervations 
which were made upon this letter, both on the part of the managers 
and the counfcl for the defendant, will lay me under the nccefiity 
of detaining your Lordftiips fomc little time on this very material 
part of the cafe: When Mr. Haftings offered to pay two lacks of 
rupees for the extra expcnccs of Major Camac’s detachment, his 
offer was fo worded, that his Council would naturally fuppofe he 
meant to give this money from his own private fortune. It was 
abfolutely neccflary for him, therefore, to order die money to be 
entered as a depofit: But to the Diredtors, in this letter, he fays, 
“ the money was not my own, and I neither could nor would have 
received it but for your benefit.” Now, my Lords, you will de¬ 
termine, whether, after the various communications which Mr. 
Haftings had made of this prefent, it was poftible that he could have 
had an idea of converting it to his own ufc; becaufe he had ordered 
it to be entered as a depofit, if he did fo order it, or becaufe, with¬ 
out any fpecial directions from him, it was entered as a depofit, in 
his name, in the Company’s books. 

I will now proceed to the other parts of this letter of the 29th 
of November 1780: The managers produce it in the front of their 
Voi. XLII. M m 
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evidence, for the exprefs purpofe, as they fay, '^felfifying it, in 
all its parts-—an expreflion rather rafh, and ill-confidcred. It is a 
very long and important political letter, reprefenting, in very forci¬ 
ble language, feme very intcrefting circumftanccs. The firft para- 
* graph of the letter I have already mentioned: It goes on to (late the 
alarming fituation of India at that moment—the mcafurcs he had 
taken to rej>cl the dangers that furround them ; and then he mention 1 
the circumftancc of thirty thoufond horfc being xm the weftern fron¬ 
tier of Bengal. lie tells the Directors what fubfequent events 
proved to be true; that though Moodagcc Boofla was compelled to 
join the confederacy againft the Knglifh, he was really fo far from 
being hoftile to the government of Bengal, that nothing but the laft 
ncccflity would induce him to proceed to extremities againft us. He 
reprefents the diftrefs which fo large an army had fuftcrcd, from the 
want of pay, and the danger under fucli circumftanccs, of any acci¬ 
dental commencement of hoftilitics. After full confederation, he 
feys, that he had taken upon himfclf to fend three lacks of rupees 
privately, to the commander of this army, who was the fon of 
Moodajee Boofla, and he had promifed him a larger fum, provided 
any fervice was performed by the army, which (hould juftify him in 
relieving their wants. Your Lordfhips will remember, that a very 
large detachment was at this moment on the point of proceeding to 
Madras, and their route lay through that part of Moodajee Boofla’s 
territories, in which this body of thirty thoufand horfe were then 
encamped, profcffcdly for the purpofc of invading Bengal. Mr. 
Haftings goes on to ftate, that though he could carry the point of 
fending this fupply of three lacks in Council, yet he knew he could 
not carry it without oppofition; and therefore he had fent the mo¬ 
ney privately, and had taken the entire refponlibility upon himfelf. 
When the managers faid they meant to falfify this letter in all its 
parts, it was natural to exped that feme evidence would have been 
offered to difprove all thefe important communications. Mr. Haft¬ 
ings proceeds to ftate, that of the fupply of three lacks, thus fent to 
the Bcrar army in Cuttack, he had raifed two thirds by his own 
credit, and had fupplied the other third by cafh in his hands, be¬ 
longing to the Company. Now, my Lords, this was undoubtedly 
a miftakc, and a miftake which a more cautious man would not 
have committed. Whether in common candour it (hould not have 
been deemed a mere miftake, and cxcufablc in a man writing with- 
obt accounts before him, when his whole mind was engaged on fub- 
jeds of the utmoft importance to the Britifli intcrcfts in India, your 
Lordfliips will determine. The fad was, that two thirds of die 
fupply fent to Moodajee Boofla, was money in his hands, belonging 
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to die Company,, and the other third was money raifed on his own 
credit j that is, his own 'money, becaufc, if he borrowed it, he 
made himfelf accountable for the fum borrowed. The managers 
have not told your Lordlhips any poffible motive which Mr. Haft- 
ings could have had for pradtifing this deception; nor have they ob- 
ferved, that if Mr. Haftings himfelf had not corrc&cd the blunder, 
it would not have been in their power to have difeovered it. In 
good truth, I (houhl fuppofe that the real motive for reading this 
letter at all, was to introduce the ftory of the bonds, which not being 
in charge, could not Mvc been introduced but under this fort of 
cover. So much has been faid of thofe bonds, that, though nothing 
which has a relation to them is in charge, I (hall endeavour to (late 
all that appears upon the fubjedt. For the three lacks font to the 
JBerarariny the 3d of October 1780, Mr. Haftings, on the 5th of 
January 1781, applies to the Board for three bonds, as if they were 
all his own property. He dclires to have bonds lor two lacks, on a 
loan, bearing an intcreft of eight per cent, the principal and intcreft 
payable in Bengal. This was, in fact, the Company’s money, 
being the prefent he had received from Dinageporc, which is not in 
charge. For the third bond, which was his own property, he de¬ 
ft res a bond to be liquidated, by bills upon England, payable in five 
years, and which die managers have p.oved were duly paid to his 
agents in England. Mr. Ilaftings took another bond for one lack 
and a half of rupees, being the amount of a prefent which he had 
received from Nuddea, and paid into the Company's treafury on 
the 23d of November 1780. This bond is not in charge, but I 
mention it, bxaufc the obfervations made on the two bonds for the 
Dinagepore pdhcufli, apply to this alfo ; and they are all included 
in the account which accompanied that letter of the 22d May 1782, 
which is in evidence ; and having been the fubjedt of fo much ani- 
madverfion, I will endeavour to ftatc the whole as diftindtly as pof¬ 
fible: Your Lordlhips will remember, that, in the letter of the 
29th of November 1780, Mr. Haftings told the Directors that he 
had received two lacks of rupees in June, which he had depofited 
in the treafury. This was the prefont from Chcyt Sing. Oh the 
20th of January £782, he wrote to the Directors that he had re¬ 
ceived a prefent of ten lacks from the Nabob Vi/icr, in September, 
by bills, which had been in part realized, and expended in the public ‘ 
fcrvicc. He allures the Directors, that the remainder of that pre¬ 
fent, when received, (hall alfo be expended in the public for vice.' 
He returned to Calcutta on the 2 2d of May 1782: By that time 
the whole of the prefent had been received ; and, on the'22d'of 
May 1782, he writes a letter to the Directors, in which he gives 
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an account of all the prcfents that he had received: Thefe confift of 
two lacks from Dinagcpore, one and a half from Nuddeah, two 
from Ciievt Sing, two from Patna, ten from the Nabob Vizier, 
v and fifty eight thoufand rupees from Nundolol: Thefe feveral fums, 
when converted into current rupees, make fomething more than 
nineteen lacks, or about two hundred thoufand pounds ftcrling. 
He informs the Dirc&ors that thefe fums were taken at times when 
the Company very much wanted them ; that none of them parted 
through his hands ; that far the firft fums (JDinageporc and Nuddea) 
he had taken bonds.—He fays, if lie were a Iked why he took bonds? 
for thofs fums, lie rtiould anfvvcr, that he took them, in order to 
conceal the leceipt from public cuxiolity ; or poffibly adlcd from any 
ihidied defign, which bis memory, at that diilance of time, enabled 
him to iiace. The departure of the packet, by which this letter 
was intended to go, was delayed from May to December, in the 
daily cxpc&ntiun of receiving from Poona the ratification of the 
' Marutta peace. In the intermediate time, that is, between May 
and December 1782, when the Packet did adtually fail, Mr. Haf- 
tings received an account from England of the ftrangc proceedings 
which had taken place here; for your Lordrtiips will recollect, 
that, early in May 1782, a rcfclution was moved, and voted in 
the Houfe of Commons, That it was the duty of the Directors to 
remove Mr. Hartings from the government of Bengal, on an idea 
that he had for toiled the confidence of the Princes in India. This 
rcfclution, the proprietors had the manlinefs and the good fenfe to 
re*, t; and they have fince had the fatisfadlion of hearing their re- 
iiilance applauded by the gentleman (Mr. Dundas) who made the 
motion for the recall of Mr. Ha Rings, who declared in his place 
in the Iioufj of Commons, that, by refilling his refolution, the 
proprieties had preferved India to Great Britain. To obviate the 
fufpieion oi having been induced, by the events which had happened 
in England, to difeever the receipt of thefe prcfents, the letter of 
the 22d of May 1782, was opened, and an affidavit, fworn by 
Mr. Larkins, before one of the judges in Calcutta, was put into it, 
which proved that the letter and account were both written on the 
2 2d of May, on an idea, that the Packet would fail immediately. 
Mr. Haftings writes another lte'er on the 16th of December 
1782, in which he tells the Directors that the.affidavit is fent 
with the letter for the purpofe which I have mentioned; and he 
fays in this Lift letter, that the fourccs, from whence thefe fupplies, 
fo neccrtary for their fcrvice, were obtained, could have been ob¬ 
tained in no other way. That, if he had had a wrong motive 
(meaning obviouily if lie had meant to put the money into his own 
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pocket), he could have concealed the receipts from theifs and the 
public eye for ever. Ke adds, that if he has been wrong, he gives 
top that fecurity which thofe enjoy who commit crimes or errors; he 
is ready to anfwcr any queftion which the Dircdtors may put to him, 
upon honour or upon oath. This letter, my Lords, reached En¬ 
gland in the month of May 1783, and no notice was taken of it to 
Mr. Haflings, though the fubjedt of much remark, and of one very 
long report to the Iloufc of Commons, until the 16th of March 17 84, 
which was after the India bill of Mr. Fox had been thrown out, 
and, under a new Adininiftration, a letter was written to Mr. Haf- 
tings, by the Directors, in which they tell him, that they do not 
doubt his integrity; on the contrary, that having received thefe pre- 
fents, they approve of his having paid them into the Company’s 
treafury: But, as he had voluntarily offered to anfwer any queftiens, 
and as the account was in many parts unintelligible to them, they 
defire to be informed, at what periods the feveral fums were received; 
why he concealed the receipt from the Council and the Court of Di¬ 
rectors, and why he entered fomc of the receipts under the head of 
depofirs, and took bonds for other fums. 

1 his letter arrived in Bengal in the month of September 1784, 
when Mr. Haftings was in Oude. He returned to Calcutta on the 
5th of November, and quitted India on the 9th of February follow- 
* n g, without replying to this letter ; and in candour your Lordfhips 
will believe, w’hen you confidcr the multiplicity of bufinofs which 
he had to tranfadt prior to his refignatiun, that he really had not ad¬ 
verted to this particular paragraph. He landed in England in June, 
and went foon after to Cheltenham. Being reminded by Major Scott 
that he had not anfwercd this paragraph, he wrote a letter from Chel¬ 
tenham to the Dircdtors, replying to the three quc.fiions which had 
been put tb him. This letter alfo has been very much commented 
upon ; but your Lordfiiips, weighing the whole as honourable and 
impartial judges, will not forget that he wrote on matters of ac¬ 
count without an account to refer to, in reply to a letter of the Di¬ 
rectors, and not in reply to that article of impeachment which was 
preferred againft him two years after. He tells the Directors, 
that as far as he can recoiled!, he will inform them ; that, if the 
information which he gives is not fufiicicnt, he refers them to Mr. 
Larkins for farther, information on the points they had mentioned, 
as the channel for making any farther invefiigation they thought 
proper, as that gentleman was acquainted with the whole tranfadlion. 
He fays, he believes the fums were received at or very n ar the 
time they were paid into the treafury, blit that Mr. LarV ns will be 
able to anfwer the queftion exadtly, as he poffeffes, according to his 
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belief, the only memorandum which he ever kept of the tranfa&ion. 
This was an anfwcr to one queftion: To the fecond, he fays, he 
really docs not know why a fum was entered as a depofit, poflibly^ 
without any directions from him, as he had avowed the tranfa&ion 
to them on the 29th of November 1780, that is, Cheyt Sing’s 
prcfcnt. 

Why he took bonds for two of the fums (that is, the Dinagepore 
and Nuddea bonds) he cannot fay *morc particularly than he had* 
already done. But he is confident that he intended to conceal all 
the receipts from them, until the magnitude of the fum received 
from the Nabob made it impoflible to conceal that prefent; he then 
anfwcrs a queftion which he ftippofes they might have afkcd—That 
prior to July 1780, he indorfed the three bonds, to prevent their 
being a charge upon the Company in the event of his death. With 
this information it appears, my Lords, that both the Directors and 
the Board of Controul were fatisfied, for they made no farther in- 
quirics. But Mr.' Haftings, anxious to give as complete an anfwer 
as he could to the queftions which the Directors had afleed hi n, 
wrote himfclf to Mr. Larkins, and requefted him to fend to the 
Chairman that memorandum which was in his pofTeflion, and which 
contained an account of the periods when the fevcral fums were re¬ 
ceived : My Lords, this application to Mr. Larkins produced the 
letter of the 5th of Auguft 1786, and that account was inclofodin 
it, upon which your Lordftiips have heard fo many comments in 
Weftminftcr Hall. And here I cannot avoid making an observa¬ 
tion, which I am furc muft have occurred to your Lordftiips, and 
to which every honourable man fitting as a judge will give the at¬ 
tention it deferves. Though this fubjecl of prefents has taken up 
fo many years in the difeuflion, the managers have never been able 
to this moment to procure a tittle of evidence beyond what Mr. Haf¬ 
tings himfclf has furnilhcd them with. I own, when I confidcr 
all that has happened in the laft twelve years, I am much ftruek 
with that part of Mr. Haftings’s letter to the Directors, of the 16th 
December 1782, in which he tells them, “ If I had a wrong mo¬ 
tive, I could have concealed the receipt of thefe fums from yours 
and the public eye for ever.”—I believe the affertion to be ftridly 
true. 

2 have but one fubjed more to mention, my Lords; and though 
not at all applicable to any matter in charge, it was dwelt upon with 
fo much force by one of the managers, Mr. Fox, in the reply the 
laft year, that it is well worthy your Lordftiips’ moft ferious attention. 
You will recoiled that for thofe fums which arc not in charge, Mr. 
Haftings took bu.ds; in the account indofed in lii$ letter of the % 2d 
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of May 1782, he fays that thefe bonds remained in his poflefliort, 
with an indorfement on cacti, that he had no right to either princi¬ 
pal or intereft, and that he had not received any of the latter; it did 
not appear by this ftatement at what period the bonds were indOrfedi 
Mr. Haftings told the Diredlors that they were indorfed prior to his 
leaving Calcutta in the month of July 1781 : But dclirous in this 
inftancc, as in all the others, to give every information required, or 
to verify his own aflertions, an application was made to Lord Corn¬ 
wallis bv the authority and at the defirc of Mr. Haftings, for thofe 
bonds to be fent to England ; and they arrived at the India Houfe 
in the year 1789. Your Lordfhips well remember the remarks 
made upon this fubje& in the following year by tin.' managers ; for 
the fact turned out to be, that the bonds were not really indorfed 
until the 29th of May 1782, that is, feven days after the letter of 
the 2 2d of May was written. My Lords, the managers fpent no 
incunliderablc time in endeavouring to convince your Lordftiips, 
that this blunder proved the guilt of Mr. Haftings ; poflibly your 
Lordfhips as judges may draw a different conclufion: It is certainly 
a queftion of inference ; an.l after weighing the matter fully, I con¬ 
fers that I do draw a conclufion, the very reverfe from that of the 
managers. Why did Mr. Haftings tell the Directors that he had 
indoifed the bonds prior to the 7 th of J uly 1781, unlcfs he really 
conceived he had done lb r The Diredtors afleed him no queftion as 
to the date of the indorfement, and no poflible advantage could re- 
fult to him from the aftertion of fo foolifh a falfehood. You muft 
go f irtlier, my Lords, if you believe with the managers, that Mr. 
Haftings told a falfehood, in order to miilcad the Dircdtors. You 
muftafk, what motive could induce Mr. Haftings to fend to Bengal 
for evidence to expofe his own falfehood i You muft conclude that 
he wrote what was not true, for the mere plcafure of dctedVing him- 
fe If in a falfehood. When Mr. Haftlbgs add re fled your Lordfhips, 
at the clofeof the year 1791, he exprclfcd his furprife and concern 
at the many miftakes which he had committed; and he naturally 
enough, I think, imputed thefe miftakes to his having written on 
matters of account, without an account before him; for he adds, 
that if there had been one circumftance more ftrongly imprinted on 
his memory than another, it was this, that prior to his leaving Cal¬ 
cutta in July 1781, he had indorfed thofe bonds; that it was he 
himfclf who fent to Bengal for the bonds to verify the fadt which he 
had aflerted, but having difeovered his error, he was almoft afraid 
to hazard a conjedture. He prefumed however that he muft have 
confounded two diftindt things; that in point of fadt he had left the 
bonds with Mr. Larkins to deliver up to the Company in the event 
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of his death, Mr. Larkins having known from the firft, that the 
bonds were not his property. 

My Lords, «the unprecedented length of this trial enabled the^ 
Court to have the benefit of the evidence both of the Marquis Corn¬ 
wallis, and Mr. Larkins. The nature of the evidence of the latter 
gentleman, given in reply, in the lad year, induced one manager 
(Mr. Burke) to affirm, that the guilt of Mr. Haftings was now fo 
apparent that he mutl with for mountains to cover him: Another 
manager (Mr. Fox), who fummed up the evidence in reply, with 
that ability which fo much diftinguifhes him, contended that the 
guilt of Mr. Haftings was fully etlablifhed by the evidence of Mr. 
Larkins; and, my Lords, I am very ready to agree, that if Mr. 
Larkins's evidence had redly been what the managei; faid it was, 
this conelufion was inevitable. The Commons would have fixed 
an indelible ftain upon the character of Mr. Ha flings ; though your 
Lordfhips could not have convicted him on a point which is not in 
charge. “ The manager faid, that Mr. Haftings, not fuppofing 
u it pofiible that Mr. Latkins (hould arrive in England in time to 
“ give evidence on this caufe, had taken the advantage of his abfence 
“ to affirm moft politively, that from the firft Mr. Larkins knew 
“ the bonds not to be his property; and as Mr. Larkins was a man 
“ of acknowledged integrity, high in the confidence of Lord Corn- 
“ wallis, and in great efteem with the Dircttors and the Board of 
“ Controul, Mr. Haftings had conceived that your Lordfhips would 
“ infer his innocence, from the circumftance of having communi- 
*• cated thefe private receipts of money to a man of fo high and fair 
“ a character. Mr. Larkins however had fworn to your Lordfhips, 
u that he did not know the bonds to be the property of the Company, 
“ until the 22d May 1782, confequcntly Mr. Haftings had af- 
“ ferted what was not true ; and it was impofliblc for the moft ere- 
“ dulous man alive, or the fnan moft warmly attached to him, to 
** believe that he had made fuch an ailertion with any other view, 
u than to cover his own guilt.” 

My Lords, I have read over the evidence of Mr. Larkins with 
the utmoft attention; poflibly it was not printed when Mr. Fox 
fpoke, or he might have confided in a fyllabus draw r n up by the 
agents, or he might have trufted to the impreflion, which, from a 
partial attention to Mr. Larkins when he delivered his evidence, re¬ 
mained upon his memory. I will endeavour to ftatc to you tHc re- 
fult of Mr. Larkins’s evidence on the point in queftion, which, 
after a long examination in chief by the Managers, a crofs-exami- 
nation by the Defendant’s counfel, and a re-examination by the Ma¬ 
nagers to this particular point, is, that Mr. Larkins cannot recol- 
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left being told by Mr. Haftings prior to the month of July 1781, 
that the bonds in queftion not being his property, were to be delivered 
up in the event of his death; that he by no means will fwear that 
he was not fo told, though he thinks it is a circumftance that could 
not have efcapcd his memory; that thefe bonds were always in his 
cuftody; that the private books of Mr. Haftings were alfo in his 
cuftody; that thefe bonds never were entered in thofe private hooks, 
which they would have been, had he not known that they flood in 
fome peculiar light: That the firft year’s intcreft became payable 
upon thefe bonds while Mr. Haftings was abfent from Calcutta, and 
unlcfs he, Mr. Larkins, had received foir.c intimation from Mr. 
Haftings to the contrary, he certainly (hould have received the in- 
tereft due upon thefe bonds. He did not receive it. To various 
queftions on this point Mr. Larkins gives a limilar anfwcr—ex¬ 
press his concern that he cannot at fo great a diftance of time re¬ 
coiled what intimation Mr. Haftings gave to him, but is confident 
he did receive fome diredions from him. Now, my Lords, th« 
fair cop-rhilion wbirh a judge will draw from this evidence muft be, 
that Mr. Haftings had done what he fays himfelf, he did do. He 
had told Mr. Larkins, as foon as the bonds were granted, that they 
were granted for money belonging to the Company. There can be 
no other caufc afligned for the conduct of Mr. Larkins. A man o£ 
bufinefs, pcrfonallv attached to Mr. Haftings, would not have ne- 
glcded to receive the intereft due upon thefe bonds: A man of bufi¬ 
nefs would not have ncglcded to enter them in his books, as part of 
his private fortune. Mr. Larkins is both a man of bufinefs and 
perfonally attached to Mr. Haftings. The fourth bond that Mr,. 
Haftings took from the Company at the fame time for one lack of 
rupees, was for his own money, as Mr. Larkins has proved: That 
bond was entered in his private books, and has been completely li¬ 
quidated in England. 

I have to apologise to your Lordfhips for the length of time that 
I have intruded upon your indulgence; but as 1 conceive we are 
now upon the moft material part of the whole cafe, I have endea¬ 
voured to ftate the evidence upon it as clearly as poftible, after hav¬ 
ing repeatedly read it with the clofeft attention. With refpeft to 
thofe fums for which bonds were granted, your Lordftups will fee, 
by comparing them with the account inclofed in Mr. Larkins’s letter 
of the 5 th of Auguft 1786, that one lack and a half was received 
as a pefhculh from Nuddca, and two lacks as a pelhcuftv from 
Dinagepore. The Commons were poflefled of this information two 
months before they prefented the impeachment at your Lordftups* 
bar; but they did not think proper to charge Mr. Haftings with 
Vol. XLIL N n 
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criminality, either for receiving thefc pfefents, or for, taking bonds 
for them, or for giving no account of the balance which remained 
on the Dinageporc caboolcat: But there is no part of the cafe on 
which both the Managers and the Defendant's counfel have argued 
fo much at length: I have therefore examined the evidence, and 
cpniidered the arguments with all the attention in my power. With 
frefpeft to the charge now under confidcration, the receipt of the 
prefent from Chcyt Sing, my opinion decidedly is, that Mr. Haft- 
ings ought to be acquitted of the fufpicion of an intention to appro¬ 
priate that money to his own ufe. If, from the evidence before 
the Court, or from inferences from that evidence, I could he in¬ 
duced to believe in my confcicncc that he intended, though 1 ut for 
a moment, to apply one rupee of it to liis own ufe, I fhould cer¬ 
tainly vote in the affirmative for the motion which I (hall now have 
the honour to fubmit to your Lordihips, and to which I flull cer¬ 
tainly fay Not-Content. 

Lord Thurlow then moved, That the Commons had made good 
the fixth article, in fo far as related to the fum of two lacks of 
rupees, corruptly received from Sadanund, the buxey of Rajah Chevt 
Sing. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR began a very long, argumen¬ 
tative, and eloquent fpecch, with laying it down as indifputabU*, 
that, independent of the aft of Parliament of 1773, for a Profi¬ 
cient of a Council, or a Governor General in India, to take a pre¬ 
fent from a perfon conncftcd with, or dependent on him, was a 
crime by the common law of England. In like manner in the cafe 
of bribery, to give or accept a bribe was a crime at common law, 
independent of the various ftatutes in cxiftcnce on the fubjeft of 
bribery. His Lordfliip referred to the Statute 5 & 6 Edward VI. 
cap. 16. againft buying and felling offices, and drew an inference 
from it, in fupport of his arguments refpefting afts, which were of 
themfelvcs crimes at common law, antecedent to the palling of any 
ftatute refpefting them. An aft of Parliament might, he faid, 
ahhex fines and penalties, and provide means to render detection 
and legal cortviftion more eafy, but it did not conftitutc the crime, 
nor alter the nature and quality of the aft itfelf. His Lordfliip 
faid, that however they might have differed on other parts of the, 
charge, there could not be a fliadow of doubt, that the Commons 
had made good all the remainder of this suticle. Mr. Haffings had 
^accepted, various fums from different perfons, as appeared from the 
eyiddnee and his own admiffion, which having been all given to 
prOCqregeneral favour, the receipts of thofe fums by him was highly 
.oliafl) nor did the law require in this cafe a more minute parti- 
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cularity in drawing up the article, than was to be found in the inv 
peachment; and the reafon was obvious—the transaction in each 
inftnnce was prima facie a crime, becaufe the motive and principle 
which a&uatcd the mini! of the giver, and influenced him to make 
the offer, was clear, evident, and undeniable; nor could it be for 
a moment miftaken by the receiver, becaufe common fenfe would 
tell him when the offer was made, for what purpofe it was made, and 
lie mud know that by receiving it, he gave the perfon giving, reafon 
to expect, that by the prefent he had purchafcd a right to confidq- 
ration and favour, either in fome particular inflance then in agi¬ 
tation, or that might be in agitation on feme future occafion. 

Having thus emphatically dated what he maintained to be the 
point of law refpedling the prefents received by Mr. Haftings, his 
Lordfhip proceeded fcparatcly to examine and difeufs the circum¬ 
stances of each, and to compare them refpedtivcly with the evidence 
in the view in which it appeared to him to apply. ITe began with 
the prefent of tw'o lacks of rupees from Cheyt Sing, received by 
Mr. Haftings from Sadanund, the Raja’s buxey, and this he traced 
from the firft tender of it on the part of Sadanund, with the Go¬ 
vernor General's fubfequent confent to its payment to Croftcs, 
through the hands of Larkins, in whofe hands it lay as a depofit for • 
the Company’s ufe; but it was not rendered applicable to their fer- 
vicc till fomc years afterwards. His Lord (hip dwelt for fome time 
on the whole of this tranfa<ftion; he ftated the conduct of Mr. Ilaf- 
tings at the Board, when he propofed to march a detachment under 
Major Camac into the province of Malwa, in hopes to draw Mha- 
dijee Scindia from Guzzcrat, and thus lay a foundation for peace. 

He faid, Mr. Haftings's propofition was rejected by the Councjl 
when it was made, and yet he fuffered the money to remain in thje 
ftiape of a depofit, as he called it, in the hands of Mr. Croftet, 
the Company’s fub-treafurer in Calcutta, for years together. H,c 
referred to the letter of Mr. Haftings to the Directors of the 29th 
November 1780, in which he declares, “ that the money tendered 
by him to the Board to defray the cxpcnce of Major Camac’s de¬ 
tachment, was not his own property, but had been received by him 
for the ufe of the Company: He farther explains his motives for 
buying off the troops of Berar under Chimnagee Boofla, and dates 
that he caufed three lacks to be delivered to the Raja of Berar, twp 
thirds raffed by his own credit, the other fopplied from caih in hit • 
hands belonging to the Company,” His Lordlhip after ted, that 
nothing could be more evafive or unfatisfaftory than this, letter, yi 
which the Governor General neither informed the Directors whqn 
he received the money, where he received it, nor from whom 

Not 
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received if. Nof did he ftate any one circumftance explanatory of 
the tranfa&ion with Sadanund, the firft tender of the prefent, his re¬ 
jection of it, his fubfcqutntly confenting to take it, the mode of its 
being paid in by the buxey of Chcyt Sing to Larkins, and from him 
to Croftcs, nor any other particular that could give the Directors a 
clear idea of a matter, which upon the face of it was involved in 
doubt; and if the pr.efent were received with a pure motive, and an 
intention on the part of Mr. Haftings, from the firft, to apply it to 
the Company’s fervicc, why was the tranfa&ion enveloped in un- 
neceflary myftery ? 

His Lordfiiip detailed the hiftory of the bonds, made out in con- 
fcquencc of the- letter of the Governor General to the Council, of 
January 5, 1781, agreeable to the minute of January 9; and 
argued from the letter of Mr. Larkins to the Chairman of the 
Eaft-India Company, Auguft 5, 1786, in which an account is 
given of the bond, No. 89, that Mr. Haftings had by no means 
eftablifhcd that part of his defence relative to this trn r. faction which 
he had delivered in to the Houfc of Commons. He referred alfo 
to the Dir«£lors letter of January 25, 1782, in which they difap- 
' prove of the nature of the tranfadinn, and contended that, in con- 
fequence of that difnpprobation, Mr. Haftings ought immediately to 
have communicated all the circumftances rcfpccting the prefent re¬ 
ceived from Sadanund, on the part of the Raja Cheyt Sing. His 
Lord (hip laid great ftrefs on the length of the period which Mr. 

• Haftings fuffered to efcape, before he actually turned f he depofit of 
the two lacks in queftion over to the ufc of the Company, declar¬ 
ing that circutnftancc alone in his conduft not only queflionable 
but highly blameablc, and dcfervlng cenfure of the fevereft fort, 
Confidfcring how foon it was after the money was paid in to Mr. 

. Larkins by the Raja’s buxey. Mr. Haftings knew that the Coun¬ 
cil would not accept of it, for the purpofe to which he had propofed 
'to apply it, viz. to the fervice of Camac’s detachment, with a 
wiew to lay the foundation of a peace with the Marattas. Upon the 
whple, his Lordfhip faid, regarding the charge refpedting this pre¬ 
fent from Sadanund, in every pofiible view that the evidence tended 
to give* he thought that Mr. Haftings could not ftapd excufcd on 
any pretext of reafon or jufticc, but that he had been convi&ed in 
' the dcareft manner of the crime alledged by the Commons. 

' • His Lordfhip next proceeded to difeufe the charge refpe&ing the 
prefent of ten lacks of rupees from the Nabob, ftated by Mr. Ha(- 
‘ tings to the Directors hr his letter of the «oth of January 1782, 
HfhJch donation, he informs them; was made In part only and 
* In order to prove this defeription of the ciitum* 
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(lances of the prefcnt was not true, his Lordfhip referred to the let¬ 
ter of Mr. Haftings to the Directors of the 22d May 1782, to the 
account referred to in that letter, to the affidavit of Larkins, to the 
letter of Mr. Haftings to the Directors of December 16, 1782, 
to the defence and narrative of Mr. Haftings, and to the evidence 
relative to the three bonds delivered on January 17, 1785, to 
Larkins’s affidavit refpedling them, and to the evidence of Mr. 
Wright, who on his examination in Weftminfter Hall, on the 18th 
of February 1790, produced one account, (hewing that upwards of 
eight lacks of the Chunar prefent were received before the end of 
January, and another account (hewing the appropriation of the fums 
received, comprifcd in the above-mentioned account. His Lord- 
fhip pointed out feveral contradictions between the account that Mr. 
Haftings gave of thefe bonds, and all the relative particulars. He 
obferved, that in Weftminfter Hall the counfel for the Defendant 
particularly laboured their defence of the bonds, as well thofe to 
which this part of the article referred, as thofe in the fubfequent 
charges comprehended in it; but although they had undoubtedly 
difplayed a confiderablc (hare of ingenuity, they had produced no* 
thing like conviction 011 his mind. After.enlarging upon each par¬ 
ticular, and reafoning much at length upon the circumftances of the 
cafe at large, he contended, that taking the account as favourably 
for Mr. Haftings as it could be collected from his defence and nar¬ 
rative, and from the ftatements of Mr. Larkins, there remained a 
confiderablc fum, not lefs than one lack and a half of rupees, out of 
the amount of the prefent from the Nabob of ten lacks, as yet 
wholly unaccounted for. 

After fome reafoning upon the Dinagepore pefhcufh, and dating 
why he thought that conftituted a part of the money received from 
Nundoolol, and paid in by Mr. Haftings, when he furnifhed the 
money Cent to Chimnagee Boofla (which opinion his Lordfhip relied 
on the various accounts dated in the feveral accounts contained in the 
letter fent by Mr. Larkins to the Directors, dated Auguft: 5, 1786,) 
the Lord Chancellor came to that part of the article which contained 
the charge againft the Defendant, relative to his tranfadtions with 
Kellerain, a renter under the Company. In tracing the particu¬ 
lars of this charge, his Lordfhip referred to the letter of Mr. Haf¬ 
tings to the Council at Patna, rtf July 23, 1780, defiring them to 
fend down Kelleram to Calcutta; to the minute of Council, on the 
14th of November 1780, when Mr. Haftings introduced to the 
Board propofals from Kelleram for farming Bahar, which he recom¬ 
mends to the Board's acceptance; to the letter of the Patna Coun¬ 
cil, of the 27th of November. 1780 ; to the minutes of the Coui> 
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C> 1 » of December 19, which ftafe the comparative feftlcmcnt made 
by the Patna Council, and the other by Cullian Sing, and the 
agreement to accept Cullian Sing’s proposals on terms explained to 
Kellenm, which he accedes to for Cullian Sing; to die minute of 
March 30, 17 811 containing the refolution to appoint and confirm 
Kellcram Naib ; to the evidence of Mr. Hudfon, to llicw that no 
fcciirity befides a common caboolcat was taken from Kellcram, as 
renter of the province of Bahar ; and to the evidence of Mr. Young 
, and Mr. Anderfon, touching the characters of Kellcram and Gunga 
Govind Sing, and the particulars of the four lacks, which rumour 
faid had been given to Mr. Mailings by Cullian Sing, and of which 
he gave notice to Mr. Mailings. Though rumour was in g< ncial 
a common liar, his Lordlhip faid, that rumour in this indance 
(poke the truth, for four lacks were received from Kellcram, through 
the hands of Gunga Govind Sing. He proceeded to rcafon vuy 
minutely on the appropriation of thefe four lacks, and declared his 
conception of it to be extremely different from that of the noble and 
, learned Lord who had juft fat down. 

His Lordlhip dated in what particulars the difference between 
his idea of the appropriation of the money in this and the former in- 
ftance of the fuppofed Dinagepore pcfheuftt, and the idea of the 
. noble and learned Lord, confided; contending that not more than 
fjve lacks and a half, or fix at tiro utmoft, out of nine lacks and a 
half received, appeared to be accounted for by the Governor Gene¬ 
ral. He adverted in the courfe of his argument (which in a great 
nieafurc confided of ftatements governed by arithmetical comparifons 
and data) to a variety of the lcifcr relative particulars, fuch as the 
abolition of the Provincial Councils^ appointment of Gunga Go- 
■ vind Sing Dewan to the Committee of Revenue, when the Naib 
Deyan was Prawn KiChen his fon, and the Naib Canongoe wa3 
Gunga Govind Sing, to the importance and nature of thofe offices' 
l^fpeflivelv, See. See. 

His Lordlhip faid, that Mr. Mailings did not give up the bonds, 
or {he deppfit note, until January 1785 ; fo that the affairs of tl\e 
. Company appeared^for fcveral years worfe than they really were, apd 
. at a time when it was of confequence to give them full credit for all 
. their affifts of every kind. 

Having dilated much at length on every part of the charge relative 
to ihc tifanfatftions of Mr. Haftings with Kellcram, his Lordlhip 
: (||my called their Lordlhips’ attention to the charge on the fubjeft of 

condu<ft of Mr. Haftings with Nobkilfen, which he listed cir- 
UmftantiaUy, and animadverted upon with great pojntedncls and f?~ 
;ty?rity t declaring that jt did wt appear tohipa a Ihadotg of gt 
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cufe could be pleaded in palliation even, much lefs in defence of 
conduft fo open to the imputation of corruption, as that of the 
Defendant in this inftance. Mr. Haftings’s own account of the 
tranfaftion was this: " In the year 1783, when I was aftually 
iii want of a fum of money for my private expences, owing to the 
Company'not having at that time fufficient cafh in their treafury to 
pay my falary, I borrowed three lacks of rupees of Rajah Nob- 
kiifcn, an inhabitant of Calcutta, whom I defired to call upon me 
with a bond properly filled up; he did fo, but at die time I was 
going to execute it, he entreated I would rather accept the money 
than execute the bond. I neither accepted the offer nor refufed it, 
and my determination remained fufpended between the alternative of 
keeping the money as a loan to be repaid, and of taking it, as I had 
done other fums, to the Company’s ufe. His Lordlhip faid, it 
was fcarcely in the human imagination to conceive in pofiibility a 
tranfaftion more unaccountable, more fcandalous, or more unjufti- 
fiable in a Governor General, to luch an individual as Nobkiflen. 
He lavs in his defence, he wanted money, and he fent to a notori¬ 
ous money-lender to buriow three lacks of rupees. The man 
romes, brings him the three lacks, and when he is about to fill up 
the bonds, he defires him rather to accept the money than execute 
the bonds. 

He then fays, he neither accepted nor refufed the offer, but de¬ 
termined to fufpend his deeifion upon the alternative; and to prove 
that tliis was his determination, what does he do? He does the eflen- 
tial aft, he takes the money, keeps it, and lets the man depart 
without the bonds, or any legal fccurity whatever. T. he idea of 
borrowing this money came into the head of Mr. Haftings while 
he was at perfeft lcifure, failing up the Ganges, and he carries it. 
into execution in the manner that he had-dated. Was it poflibler 
for their Lordfhips for a Angle moment to hefitate in pronouncing 
this a difgraceful and a fraudulent tranfaftion ? Suppofing a cafe of 
a fimilar nature, he would even put ope of himfclf in the fituation 
in which he had the honour unworthily to be placed. Let their 
Lordfhips fuppofe that he, being, as Mr. Haftings in his defence 
dated himfclf to be, in aftual want of a fum of money for his pri¬ 
vate expences, were to fend to a folicitor in Chancery, and defire 
him to bring him a thoufand pounds, and upon his bringing him* the 
money, he were about to execute a bond for that amount, and the 
folicitor were to Offer him the money as a gift, and he were to take 
it, without having given the folicitor in queftion a legal fccurity fin* 
it, of any kind whatfoever, and proceed to apply it to his ovW pri¬ 
vate purpofes, would any man living believe, that he wa* not from 
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that moment under ihe influence of the folicitor, that he could not . 
be confcious that he was fo, that whenever he came before him as a 
fuitor in a caufe, his countenance and the recolle&ion of the tranf- 
aftion would not operate as a check upon his conduit, and tend in¬ 
evitably to warp and bias his decree, and thus fubvert and deitroy 
every principle of impartial decifion, equity, and juftice ? Let their 
Lordfhips recoiled, that they had upon their own journals prece¬ 
dents of impeachments founded folely upon the charge of money cor- 
ruptly taken by perfons in high offices, of a nature iimilar to that 
alledged in the charge then under confederation, and prccifely ana¬ 
logous to the cafe that he had put hypothetically refpeding himfelf. 
Nay, -it was upon record, that profecutions had been inftituted, and 
convi&ions obtained, followed by exemplary punifhments, in cafes 
where the parties had gone no farther than to prclums to make the 
tender of a prefent, or as it might more juftly and in plainer lan¬ 
guage be termed, a bribe to a perfon in high office, the nature and 
powers of which neceflarily implied, that he would be abundantly 
Ale to make an ample, but indirect return in future. After pur- 
fuing this mode of rcafoning with infinite ability and force for a con- 
fiderable time, his Loidfhip reprobated, in terms equally fevere, the 
manner in which the Defendant had attempted to get rid of this mo- 
ney of Nobkiffen’s as a private prefent to himfelf, and to place it 
to the Company’s account, by making out a lilt of antiquated claims, 
being not only difburfements of long Handing, but of ftatc equipage 
and pageantry, aids-dc-camp, and expences never before thought of 
as matter of charge by a perfon in any fltuation like to that held by 
Mr. Haftings, but charged by him in the Durbar accounts of the 
year, by way of fet-off againft the furn privately received from Nob- 
kifTen. Another circuml^ancc ftruck him as very extraordinary: 
'That the Governor General of Bengal fhould want money becaufe 
he had not received his falary, when it was well known that from 
his fltuation he might have paid himfelf with the utmoft punctuality, 
was moff unaccountable: There was nothing like proof of the af- 
fertfon being true. Mr. Haftings had offered no evidence to their 
Lordfhips on this point. His Lordfhip faid, it could not be con- 
, tended -that this part of the defence was written by fome other per- 
fon; it was very fhort, and he muft take it as Mr. Haftings had 
given it; and he muft aigue upon it, as written by Mr. Haftings 
himfelf, which it certainly was. 

After a confiderable (hare of dole reafoning upon this part of the 
cafe, his Lordfhip again touched on the effential fads in each charge 
- to which hie had adverted,, and.faid, that with refped to the prefent 
«f tm jadegof rupees, received from the Nabob Vizier, and which 
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Air. Haflings had appropriated, as he laid, to die public fervice j ‘ 
the fadt did not by any means appear to liim to be dearly afccrtaln* 
ed. Upon the very face of the account, above a lack and a half 
of rupees was Hated to be a balance in Mr. Haftings’s hands. It’ 
did not appear that he had paid that "balance. There was alfo in* 
the account four lacks and a half of rupees fent to the refident of 
Benares, wh'ch, for any thing that appeared, might have been re¬ 
paid to Mr. Haftings, as well as the five lacks fent to the army, and 
placed under the head of military charges. As to th$ prefent from 
Chcyt Sing, the learned Lord faid it did not appear to him now, 
whether the Company had ever got it. The noble and learned 
Lord faid, and indeed Mr. Larkins liad fworn fo, that the fum 
brought to credit in November, 1780, under the mhors of diffe¬ 
rent forts coined in the mint, was this prefent. Now, their Lord- * 
<hips knew, that Mr. Haftings, as Governor, had been for year* 
in the habit of receiving fmall prefents, called nuzzirs, and bring** 
ing them to the credit of the Company. It appeared to him that 
this payment of “ mhors of forts,” which was made in November* 
was really the produce of thefe prefents, or nuzzirs, as thefc wer> 
called. 

Having in a furamary way reinforced his argument, his Lord- 
fliip declared, in treating the whole fubjed, he had been fpeaking 
as folemnl) and as ferioufly as he would have done, if trying a caiifc 
in one of the courts in Weftminfter Hall, and delivering a charge 
to a juiy ; he had no feeling of a perfonal nature, no motive of ill- 
will to the defendant, nor any wilh but to ferve the caufe of natural 
and national juftice, and to pronounce judgement according to thtf 
evidence, and his conviction of the rcfult of the trial. Having 
fud this, his Lordfhip gave it as his opinion, that the fcveral mat¬ 
ters of a criminal nature to which he had referred, might as well 
be comprehended in a general queftion, “ That the CommturtSi had. 
made good the whole of the refidue of die fixth article; and th«^‘ 
rc-ifon why he thought fo was, that the facts criminally allcdgcd 
throughout the article, and proved in evidence, Conftituted only on# 
general crime, viz. that of corruption; the fcveral matters alledged 1 
and fubftantiated by the written and parole evidence were nothing 
more than fo mariy overt ads, or inftanccs in proof of the general 
charge. On that confideration he had taken the trouble to gfx 
through the whole refidue of the article, and fhould not, unlefs it 
fhould be made needfery by others, trouble their Lordfhips again 
refpe&ing it, having, for which he- found himfelf bound to apolo- 
gize, detained the Committee fo long>already. His Lordfhip jcqn- 

duded by faying, that he would not move^the general • 
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wtiich he had taken the liberty to fugged, if the noble and learned 
1 Lord wi filed rather to divide the article into parts, and to make 
each part of the fubjeft a fpecific queflion. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD declared he had the misfortune to 
differ in opinion upon the prefent occafion from both the noble and 
learned Lords. He would not attempt to adopt a doftrinc foodiuus 
as that of endeavouring to juftify a crime, by collecting a good in¬ 
tention from the ufe made of the produce of the crime ultimately ; 
a. more monftrous doctrine, or one more repugnant-to every prin¬ 
ciple of juftice, he could not well conceive. Painful as it was to 
Him to declare his opinion, fincc,-in a certain dqjree, that opinion 
ivas unfavourable to Mr. Haftings, yet his fenfc*of public duty com- 
* filled him to do it. According to his conftru&ion of the law, Mr. 

Haftings had broke it in the five feveral inftanccs now before their 
Lordftiips: he meant in the receipt of the feveral prefents from Sa- 
danund, Kelleram, the Nabob Vizir, Nundoolol, and Nobkiffen. 
He faid, he was well aware that there were fituations in which a 
public plan might be placed, that would render a breach of thq.law 
hot only venial, but highly meritorious. He made every pofliblc 
allowance for the arduous and uncommonly difficult fituation in 
Which Mr. Haftings was placed, and confcquently he thought him 
juftified in receiving all the prefents, except the iaft, and that his 
conduit was even meritorious j fince, after the fulleft confederation 


Which he could give to the evidence, he did not, in his confcicnee, 
believe that Mr. Haftings had the moft diftant idea of appropriating 
one rupee of the four prefents to his own ufe. He received them 
with the exprefs determination of appropriating them to the public 
lervice, and they certainly were fo appropriated. The contradic¬ 
tions in. the accounts, numerous as-they were, ftemed to proceed 
ftom cxccftive carelcffnefs and inattention, not from guilt. Indeed, 

. the iicible and learned Lord (Thurlow) had ftated the evidence fo 
dearly, that his.ideas were confirmed ftill more by that ftatement: 
*but as to the laft prefent from Nobkiffen, it flood on very different 
'jgrOuhds. There was no State noceffity pleaded for this breach of 
"Jjfhe l^w. The money, though taken for the Company, was taken 
'to ‘accommodate Mr. Haftings, and appropriate^ to difchaigc a de- 
- mandated to be due from the Company to Mr. Haftings. For 
his jlguriient, the propriety of the demand was out of the queftion. 
*Cdpttvin^, as he. did, that the receipt of each prefent was illegal* 
/(tjrategh State neceflity juftified all the receipts but the laft) he muft 
vote, that in this inftanceofNobkiffen’s prefent, Mr. Haftings had 
'p$ed'illegally i aid, as .here, he could not acquit, he muft relu&t 
:die hariher ficJe^ and[ condemn the a<ft, unlefs it Ihould 
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be proved to him that his opinion of the law was erroneous. . He ; 
lamented exceedingly, that there- thould be* a tingle point In which* 
he could not acquit Mr. Hadings, confidently with his duty as. at 
Judge, for no man had a higher opinion of the great and important' 

' public fcrviccs which he had rendered his country than he had ; and 
when he confidered the many hardffiips he had fuffered lince his ’ 
return from India, as well from the circumftanccs as die extreme 
length of die fevere and arduous trial which Mr. Hastings had un- , 
dergonc, the calm dignity and compofure with which he fuftained 
what no man had ever borne before him, he felt himfclf ftrongly 
inclined to lean towards the defendant, and to put die moil favour¬ 
able condru&ion on all his a&ions. ' 


LordTHURLOW replied to the Lord Chancellor. He faid,’ 
he ftaked all the credit which their Lordihips might be difpofed to 
give him for knowledge as a lawyer, or integrity as a man, on the 
queftion dated by the noble and learned Lord. He differed with 
him completely, and he believed the learned Lord would not get a 
fingle lawyer in the kingdom to fupport the doctrine which he had 
fo didinftly laid down, and which, if he underftood him right, was 
this—-that the receipt of a prefent, by a perfon in the lituation of 
Mr. Hadings, mud be corrupt; and that it was not neceffitry to, v 
chaige it to be a bribe in the impeachment, becaufe the perfon giv¬ 
ing the prefent could only give it with a hope of procuring general 
favour. This was a propofition which Lord Thurlow contended 
could not dand for a moment in Wedminder Hall. The Com¬ 


mons, to fliew corruption, ought to have charged fomc a& done by 1 
Mr. Hadings to the feveral perfons from whom the fums were re¬ 
ceived, as in the firft divifion of this charge. In that, they accufed. 
Mr. Hadings of giving away offices for money, in the way of bro- * 
kage. There the charge was properly drawn up : but 'in die cafe. 
now before their Lordihips, the charge was not fo worded; he was 
merely charged with receiving certain fums as prefents or gifts, ex¬ 
cept in the cafe of Kclleram, where, in conftderation of this pre¬ 


fent, he let him certain lands. That cafe, his Lordffiip faid, he 
ihould confider fully, when it came unmixed with the prefent quef¬ 
tion, which he hoped the learned Lord would allow to be put un¬ 


connected with othfr matter that had no relation to it. When h? 
came to the charge of Nobkiffen, he would endeavour to date 'the 
opinion that he had formed upon it. He was indeed adohifhec^ at 
the remarks which the learned Lord had made upon the’ Durban 
charges. He would date how the evidence druck him, when he* 
took into cpplideration the prefent from the Nabob Vizir.} nor, was 
his aftonidiment lefs excited by the remarks which the lcam^dLorq 
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had made on the Benares prefent, remarks that had efcaped the fa- 
gacity of the Managers themfelves. It was diftindtly in evidence* 
And fworn byMr. Larkins, that-the entry, under the head of De¬ 
pofits, in the treafury account for November, 1780, was the pre¬ 
fent received from Cheyt Siftg in June ; but being received in gold 
mhors, not current in Calcutta, it was not brought to credit until 
the whole was coined; though as fart as it was received from the 
mint it was paid into the treafury, and expended in the public fer- 
Vice; for the learned Lord has not at all attended to the evidence 
ict Mr. Larkins, if he fuppofes that thefe two lacks were not em¬ 
ployed in die public fcrvicc. I fancy, my Lords, it will be found, 
that, ^during the war, the trpafury in Calcutta feldom contained two 
|a<ck& of rupees in it for two day 9 together. The learned Lord is 
(totally miftaken in fuppofing it poftiblc for Mr. Haftings to have 
(entered nuzzirs, as depofits; they are publicly entered under the 
head of Durbar charges, words of limilar import with nuzzirs, when 
applied to receipts, from the Governor General; whereas, had he 
entereci thofe nuzzirs as depofits, he would have made them his 
pwn property. The learned JLofd cannot withhold his belief from 
the evidence given on thefe points, if he will condefcend to read it, 
X do not wonder, confidering the important avocations in which the 
learned Lord is engaged, that he has paid more attention to the fyl- 
labus in his hand than it appears to deferve. All nuzzirs are en¬ 
tered as Durbar charges: in point of fa£t, there is no head of ac¬ 
count ip the Bengal treafmy books, called either nuzzirs or prefents, 
The only head is Durbar charges, and under that head all nuzzirs, 
pr presents, received by Mr. Haftings on the Company’s account, 
are entered, as I will endeavour to explain when I confider the re¬ 
mainder of this article. There is nothing like a rcafon to be af- 
ligned for diferediting the teftimony of Mr. Larkins: he profefles 
himfelf to be, and undoubtedly is, a warm and finccre friend to 
Mr. Haftings; but that fricndfiiip has not led him to.fwear pofi- 
tjvjjly to any point that he cannot fully recoiled*. Yet, this gentle¬ 
man fwears dirpdUy, that the prefent which Mr. Haftings received 
from Sadanund, for the Company, in June' 1780, through him, 
was npt pntertd in the treafury books till November ; bccaufe, until 
fhat/month, the prefent paid in foreign coin wAs not all re-coined, 
and brought into the treafury. In addition to the evidence °f Mr. 
*&*»*>§, who appears to have ftood equally high in the opinion of 
i|»Mjurguis Corpwallis and the Dire&ors, as in that of Mr. Haf- 
ihgs, there is the teftimony of Mr. Markham, to whom Mr. Haf- 
ffe|pi communicated this prefent: it ftands, therefore, on the cleared 
Utyt the faireft ground, T wo gentlemen of undoubted honour, and 
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unimpeached characters, fwearing pofidveiy to a and no evl** 
dence bang offered on the other fide to disprove it, no doubt can 
remain in the breaff of a Judge upon the fubjeft. 

The queffion now before your Lordfoips ftands upon very diftjnft 
ground from all the others. It is ireproof, that in June 1780, 
Mr. Haftings received a prefent of two lacks of rupees s it is in 
proof, that even before he did receive it, he told Mr. Larkins, the 
gentleman to whom the money was to be paid, that he took it for 
the Company. A fimilar communication was made to Mr. Mark¬ 
ham, in Bengal, immediately ; and by the firft foreign (hip that 
failed, to Mr. Sulivan ; and to the Directors by'the firft Engliftt 
(hip. What evidence is there on the other fide that can induce 
your Lordihips to think that he took this prefent for himfelf ? Ac¬ 
cording to my judgement, none at all. I have already ftated to 
your Lordihips, that after telling his counfel he had advanced hit. 
own money, it was abfolutcly necefiary that it fhould appear on the 
treafury books as a depofit in his own name: but did that money 
deprive the Companv of the complete ufe of it, from the inftant it 
was paid in ? Certainly not. In May 1782, the Company were 
informed that two lacks of rupees, entered in fuch a page of foe 
depofit journal, was their pioperty. In the fame letter they were 
informed, that certain bonds, numbered fo and fo, were not his 
property, but the property of the Company. It cannot, therefore^ 
be faid, that Mr. Haftings, fubfequent to the date of that letter, 
could have converted either the bonds or foe depofit money to his 
own ufe , therefore his not formally delivering up the bonds until 
he quitted Indn in February, 1785, was a matter of no eonfe- 
quencc: it was equally immaterial as to the deposits. The noble 
and learned Lord has been pleafed to remark, that by not deliver¬ 
ing up thefe bonds, and linking his name from the depofit books, 
the ftatc of foe Company’s affairs appeared to be worfe than they 
really were in the year 1783, by fix lacks of rupees, or fixty thou- 
find pounds. My Lords, that is not the cafe exa&ly, if the fa& 
really were of any confequence. In July 1783, the Company and 
Parliament were in poficfiion of full information of foofe prefents. 
The mcafure which rendered a full expofure of foe Company's af- 
faus necefiary, was not brought in until November; and when the 
deficit was ftated to amount to many millions, this fmall fum could 
not have altered foe cafe in any degree. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR fpoke fhortly in reply to Lord 
Thurlow, in fupport and explanation of foe point of Law that he 
d laid d o wn ; and 

JL>r d THURLOW rofe again, forth* purfofc of declaring that 
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r ftp- totally differed with the learned Lord, as to his conflrudion of 


law ; but at that late hour of the night he would not enter into 
a .farther difepfiion of the difference between diem. ■ He would re- 


jfciye what he had to fay upon it for their next meeting. 

.' 1 'heEarl of CAERNARVON declared^ he thought the argu¬ 
ments of the noble and learned Lord, who had, with fo much abi¬ 
lity and accuracy, gone through the whole of the remainder of the 
charge, were irrefiftible: to his mind, at leaf!, they conveyed the 
Hrpngefl eonvidlion; nor had any thing faid by the noble and learned 
Lord who opened the difcuff.on of the day, tended to weaken that 
'Canvi&ion. No man, his Lordffiip faid, could be more confcious 
than he was of his own inability to contend on pbints of law with 
cither of the noble and learned Lords; certainly he would not pre¬ 
sume to do any fuch thing ; but he could not help exprefling a great 
doubt, whether the law could (land as it had been laid down by the 


noble and learned Lord who had opened the charge (Lord Thurlow). 
,Jt appeared to him fo lingular a propofition, that where a perfon, 
ftuated as Mr. Haflings, in his capacity of Governor General, had 
been, accepted a prefent from another, who was dependant upon 
his power, was not prima faciey and of itfclf a criminal a&, exclu- 
five.of its being prohibited by .the a<St of 1773, that, in his judge¬ 
ment,/. uninformed as he was on fuch matters, it could not be law. 


The Earl particularly adverted to the circumffances that marked the 
condudt of Mr. Haflings, in refpeft to the prefent of two lacks, taken 
fipm Sadanund, the buxey of Cheyt Sing, and faid, they were all 
of them unaccountably myflerious and obfeure, if. it were true that 
Mj* Haflings,. from the moment of his taking the money, meant to 
appropriate if to the ufe of the Company, as the noble and learned 
J^ord. had contended. If fuch had been his intention, why did 
Mr* Haflings caufe the money to remain fo long in the fhape of a 
-depofit,. altogether ufelefs to the Company in the hands of Mr. 
Croftcs ? The meafurcs he took cn that occalien appeared evidently 
lo have no other motive than to IhulBc off fufpicion, or clfc why fb 
much fscrccy ? The letter of the defendant to the Directors, dated 
IJovembcr 1786, on which fo much ftrefs had been laid, by no 
means wiped him clean of that fufpicion. In that letter hfe con¬ 
tented hiVnljelf with declaring, that the money tendered by him to 
Ihe^oard, to defray the expcnce of Major Cramac’s regiment, was 
not his own, but money that had been received by him for the ufp 
■of the Public. ' The letter neither informed the Dire&ors by whom, 
the pnjfent of the two lacks was given, or when, or where : R 
Idokcd, tlierefore, and was liable to the fufpicion of the letter's being 
j^P^hffa^icHrily exp^fled, merdy to be ufed as a Ihiejd from dc- 
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tcdlion, and juft amounted to enough to afford Mr. Haftings fome-; 
thing to take fhclter, and to hide behind} whenever that prefent of 
Sadanund’s, or any other, which he had privately taken, fttotikl 
happen to be difcovcred. After reafoning pointedly on the letter, 
as the ftrongeft evidence of the defendant’s criminality, the East 4 
commented on the letter of May 22, 1782, and that of Dccernhe* 

1 6, in the fame year; aiguing that there was Something extreme!^ 
qucftionable in the circumftances relative to both. Mr. Laritintp 
in his affidavit, fwears, that the letter of May 22 was fealed up at 
the time of writing it, to be difpatchcd by the Lively, and that tt 
remained clofed until the date of the affidavit, viz. December 16* 
when it was opened. It was very unufual, the Earl faid, for a. 
perfon who wrote a letter, to refer to the inclofures contained, and 
yet feal his letter, without firft putting the inclofures referred to 
into it. His Lordfhip alfo animadverted upon the accounts of the 
appropriation of the various fums received at different times by Mr. 
Haftings, and the accounts of Mr. Larkins of the fame matters ;■ 
and, after arguing clofely upon all the principal topics alluded tfr 
by the Lord Chancellor, his Lordfhip concluded with declaring, that, 
in his opinion, had Mr. Haftings wifhed to conceal all the prefentk 
he had taken, he could not have ufed more art, or cxcrcifcd move 
lkilful cunning to provide againft detection, . than he had ufed in 
every inftance of receiving a prefent. He therefore believed him 
guilty of the charge, and fhould give his vote accordingly. 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, he could not fatisfy his con-, 
fcience to give a filcnt vote, or he would not rife at that late hour, 
but he would detain their Lordfhips for a few minutes only. He 
felt himfelf bound to decide in his own mind by the evidence before 
him, and he had attended to the evidence as well during the trial, 
as fmee it had been printed, with the utmoft care and minutenefs. 
In the volumes fo often and fo ncccfiarily referred to in the courffe 
of the difeuflions in the Committee of their lordfhips, in the evi¬ 
dence he faw nothing that could lead him to believe that Mr. Haf¬ 
tings had been adluated by bad or corrupt motives, and he would 
not allow himfelf to fuppofe that any fuch exifted, without full proof 
that they did. He confined himfelf for the prefent to the two lacks* 
received from Sadanund, becaufc that appeared to him to be the 
more proper fubjedt of their Lordfhips’ confideration that day. Thfc 
rcfultof the whole evidence/ as it ftruck him, was this, that Mr. 
Haftings was actuated by the pureft motives in receiving that prey 
fent; that there were perplexities and contradictions in the accounts, 
he was willing to admit; they had employed him many hours in Kte 
'elofet, and he was ready to confefs that he was not flifficicritiy rriaf- 
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tear of merchants accounts to unravel them: but he was equally 1 
ready to confefs, that he drew conclulions from thefc contradictions 
totally different from thofe that had been drawn both by the noble 
and learned Lord on the woolfack, in the forcible and eloquent 
fpeech of that night, and the noble Earl who had juft fat down.— 
In the account given of thofe bonds by Mr. Haftings, and in the 
account given by Mr. Larkins, there were differences ; but he be¬ 
lieved Mr. Haftings had been miftaken, and that Mr. Larkins's 
account was the corredt one. No noble Lord could believe, that 
if Mr. Haftings had written a wilful falfchood from Cheltenham, 
as to the date of the indorfement on the bonds, he would have ea¬ 
gerly fent to Bengal for thofe very bonds, which the moment they 
appeared tnuft convidl him of mifreprefentation. No man can be¬ 
lieve, that if Mr. Haftings originally received the bonds with an 
Intent to convert them to his own ufc, he would not, on being in¬ 
duced by fear to alter his mind, have antedated thejndorfement to 
die very day that he received the bonds. ’ The learned Prelate faid, 
that he fully concurred in all the rcafoning of the noble and learned 
Lord (Thurlow). The Managers read a letter from Mr. Haftings, 
Which they pledged themfelves to falfify in all its parts; but they 
had wholly failed to do fo. His Lordfhip then went through the 
feveral points of the letter, and faid, not only the fa&s dated in it 
Were undeniable, but no noble Lord could read it, he conceived, 
without feeing the mind of the writer, and without being convinced 
that bafe and fordid emoluments were not the objedts that attracted 
lb attention. In this cafe, where there was in fad no evidence, 
and where all depended upon inference, he muft refort to general 
chaxadter; and he had no fcruplc to fay, that die Commons had 
totally m|ftakcn the character of Mr. Haftings. They charged him 
with having adopted the various meafures, which form the articles, 
with the view principally of acquiring for himfclf exorbitant wealth. 
The learned Prelate faid, that not a tittle of evidence had appeared 
to fubftantiate fuch an allegation; but that his character was fo com- 
^fletely the reyerfe, appeared fo ftrongly in proof upon the evidence, 
that it woidd be ncedlefs to ftiengthen that evidence by an appeal to 
the comiqoii fenfeand underftanding of mankind on die fubjedt.—- 
He could, eafily account in his own mind for fuch a great character 
W Mr. Haftings, with fo much upon his mind, having been uni¬ 
formly negligent and inattentive to all matters of money, and all 
OQCpunts that related to money tranfa&ions \ indeed it was evident 
•Haftings was a man who had been uncommonly regard- 
JMi si money ; other wife it would have hpen impofliblc to account 
Ji|e the ftateof his fortune in every year between 1778 and 17859 
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to which his attorney had fworo at their Lordftrips* bar *, and tfhaf' 
ft nick me, faid the learned Prelate, as extraordinary, when not a ' 
fingle queftion was put by the Managers. His Lordfhip concluded 
a very clear and eloquent fpeech, with declaring, that he (houl<f 
fay Not content to the motion. 

Tuefday , 2 4 th March . 

Lord THURLOW began by faying, that it was his intention 
to have gone fully into the feveral points opened by the noble and 
learned Lord the preceding day; but that having miflaid his papers, 
he would endeavour to fpeak to them from memory as well as he 
could, fenfible that it would be too great an intruiicn upon the time 
of the Committee to delay them a moment on that coniideration. 

The mod material and important point of difeuflion was th® 
ground upon which the noble and learned Lord had ftated, that hef 
thought one queftion only might be put upon all the remaining pre- 
fents, as, in his opinion, there was one principle which would go¬ 
vern them all, how ever they might vary in their circumftances. “In 
the introduction of this principle, which, as far as his (Lord Thur- 
low’s) recollection went, was entirely new in point of difeuflion, (it 
having never occurred to either party at the bar during the coutfe of 
the trial, and certainly not to the profecutbrs in framing the im¬ 
peachment} , the noble and learned Lord had laid that out of th® 
cafe which, in his contemplation of the fubjcct, was the only gfoOnd 
and foundation of the prefent charge, as fent up by the Commons, 
namely, the act of Parliament, 13 Geo. III. The principle 
fo introduced, however, and which he was now about to examine, 
was, if he underftood it corredlly, this, “ That at common law, 
the relative fltuation of the donor and donee of any gift or prefent, 
w'os alone fufficieat to conftitute the acceptance of fuch gift a crime, 
for which an indictment would lie, always fuppofingthe gift to {>afs 
from . n inferior in office to his fuperior ; and that, without charg¬ 
ing it to have been given for brokage, or ftating any other Corrupt 
coniideration in the indictment.” To this polition their Lordfhip® 
would recollect he had on the preceding day ventured to exprefs not 
only his diflent, but fome degree of furprife, in (o much as it ap¬ 
peared to him to be extremely novel, and allb to be at variance 
both with the principles and forms upon which all indictments fo® 
corruption, that had fallen under his obfervation, had hitherto been 
framed and fupported. In adverting to this propofidon at that dme ■ 
he had obferved, and he was frill of opinion, that the relative fitu- 
ation of the parries in all pecuniary tranfa&ions of die /latere of 
thofe in quefrion, was no doubt a material ingredient, and that which 
Vot.XLII. Pp * * * 
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not only would, but ought to excite a fufpicion and jealoufy, pro¬ 
portionate to the di(Vance at which the giver was removed from the 
perfim receiving the prefent: but that it was alone fuflicient to con- 
flitute and to raife the tranfadion into a crime, was a piopofition 
he never could accede to. Indeed, the more he confidered it, and 
the more he turned it in his mind, which he did aflurc their Lord- 
fhips he had done with all the attention he could give it, the more 
he was convinced, as a lawyer, and in that ronvidfon he had had 
an opportunity of being fortified by much abler opinions than his 
own, that it would be impoflible to fupport an indidment at com¬ 
mon l'aw agiinft a fupeiior in office for taking a prefent from an 
inferior, by merely putting the fad of the prefent being made, and 
the relative fituation of the parties, upon the record: but that the 
indidment mud go on to fhtc fome corrupt oonfidcration as the mo¬ 
tive, which corrupt conlideration muft either be admitted or proved 
is laid. The noble4ind learned Lord, in fupport of his propofition 
in a former debate, had alluded to die St at. 5 and 6 Edw. VI. 
c. 16. againfl buying and filling offices, and had drawn an argu¬ 
ment from it, as if before that fiatute the fale of offices was illegal 
at common law. But If any argument could be drawn from it, the 
whole frame of the fiatutc, and more paiticularly the exceptions in 
it, afibrded an inference the other way, for it is an cnading, not 
a declaratory flatute. It cxccpts all offices of inheritance: it pro¬ 
vides “ that the Chief Juflices of the King’s Bench and Common 
Pleas, and the J ufhees of Afiizc, may do in every behalf, touching 
rfny office to be given or granted by them as they might have done 
befove die adl and it allows “ all bargains, files, &c. of any of¬ 
fice concluded before the ill; day of March next coming to be in 
fhch force as if the adl had never been made. ’ Now, exclufive 
of die ineonfiflcncy which would be imputable to the Legifixture in 
allowing the fale of offices tor a limited period after the adl was 
made, in derogation of the common law of the land, and a perpetual 
exception in favour of the Chief Juflices of either Btnch, and of 
the Judges of Afiizc, it was a known and acknowledged fadt, that 
every one of the very refpcdtable and honourable perfons who have 
filled thoft fevcral offices, have, from the time the adt was made to 
the prefent moment, without die fmalleft imputation or idea of ftain 
upon feieir character, fold die fevrral offices belonging to their re- 
fjpedtive durations as they have become vacant, openly and without 
referve. Could it then be argued that fuch fale was an indidlable 
Hgfence at common law J or rather, was not the uniform pradticc of 
■pTmany refpedtable chandlers a proof of die reverie, and an affir- 
jflsaace of what die common law was in that vcfpedt ? for the flatute 

% 
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only allows them “ to do in that behalf as they might have dona 
before the a£t was made." It was true, that in a cafe decided in 
the Star Chamber, and reported in Noy, the Sheriff of Nottingham * f 
who had given the offices of jailor and bailiff to his fervants, who 
fold them, and gave him the money, was indi&ed for fo doing; 
and exception being taken that he could not be fined, but that it 
being an offence created by the flatute, he could only be punifhed 
as the a£t preferibed; the Court held he might be fined, for that it 
was malum in Je, and a crime at common law. But except that 
decifion, which had never been followed or adopted by any autho¬ 
rity fince, there was no cafe to be found in the bodes to warrant 
fuch a do&rine. That cafe, however, as far as it went, was an 
authority to fhew that if the matter inqueftion were a newly created 
offence, as in his opinion it clearly was, there could be no proceed¬ 
ing or judgement upon it, but under the flatute. He would next, 
therefore, proceed to examine the feveral remaining prefents in tjbe 
charge, and how far they were maintainable under the proviiions of 
the flatute, or fupported in point of proof. 

In the cafe of Kelleram and Cullian Sing, the Commons had 
cxprefsly charged that Mr. Haftings took that money as a confide- 
ration for letting them certain lands in perpetuity, to the great in¬ 
jury of the Eaft-India Company. In tire cafe of Muny Begum and 
Nundcomai', the Commons charge that he took bribes for brokage 
and appointments to offices. In thefe infUnccs, the charges are 
accurately drawn, and it is not true, faid bis Lordfhip, that ar¬ 
ticles of impeachment have generally been loofely or inaccurately 
drawn. On the contrary, they ha/e had all that legal ftridlnefs of 
late years which is required in an indictment. He did not fpeak, 
he faid, of more ancient impeachments, in which certainly very 
little attention was paid either to the forms or the fuhftancc of juf- 
tice. Having concluded the legal argument, Lord Thurlow pro¬ 
ceeded to the next head of the charge, upon which he faid lie would 
not trefpafs long upon their Lord (hips' indulgence, as the evidence 
upon it lay in a very narrow compafs. 

The Commons accufcd Mr. Haftings of having received a pre- 
fent or bribe of four lacks of rupees from Kelleram and CuUiaa 


* This cafe is thus reported in Noy, edit. 1656, p. 102. S/ociweU 
agdinft Not tb. N. was flieriffof Nottingham, 43 Elia, and took money 
for the offices of jailor and bailiwick, and he fir ft gave them to his fe* 
rants, who fold them, but he himfeif had the money ; and he was fined 
for that, for it was contrary to 4 Hen. IV!. cap. 5. And alfo by the 
Court, that that is a corruption, and a great caule of oppreffion in the 
facers; and fuch falc of offices is malum infe t and finable. 

Q O 2 
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Sifig, or one of them, about the month of October, 1780, as a 
cenfideration for letting certain lands in Bahar in perpetuity, to the 
great injury of the Eaft-India Company. 

There certainly, laid Lord Thurlow, is no evidence that fixes 
the receipt of this prefent, or of the caboolcat or engagement for the 
prcfcnt, at the period mentioned in the charge. On the contrary, 
the evidence carries it to a later period. 

The evidence proves, that in the month of July 1780, Raja 
Kelleram was permitted by the Patna Council to go to Calcutta, at 
'the defire of Mr. Haftings. On the 14th of November 1780, 
the Governor General prefents to the Board an arzee from Maha 
Raja Cullian Sing, with pmpofals for renting the province of Ba¬ 
har. He recommends to Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler, the two 
members prefent, the acceptance of thefe pmpofals. Nothing far¬ 
ther appears to have been done at that meeting of the Board. 

On the 15th of December, a letter is read from the Council of 
Patna, in which they ftate that they have concluded a fettlement, 
fubjeCt to the approbation of the Supreme Council, which is more 
advantageous than any fettlement made for many years pail. The 
/fecrctary is immediately ordered to draw out a comparative view of 
the two fettlements—I mean, ‘ my Lords, the propofals from the 
Patna Council, and from Maha Raja Cullian Sing. 

On the 19th of December, the fecrctary prefents it; and it ap¬ 
pears from the companion that Cullian Sing's propofals are more ad¬ 
vantageous than thofe fent down by the Patna Council. They are 
therefore accepted. Kelleram, the Naib or Deputy of Cullian 
Sing, is called in, and declares his matter's aflent to the conditions. 
Khclats are ordered for Cullian Sing and Kelleram, and the Patna 
-Council are informed that the fettlement is concluded with Cullian 
{Sing. * 

The fuonud was made mocurcry, a term, which the Commons 
‘etll a grant of perpetuity; but, my Lords, we know precifely what 
■ maturely tenure is, and how very different indeed from a grant 
in perpetuity. It was a grant to Cullian Sing, which muft have 
expired at his d§ath at all events ; but it was only to continue in 
force fo long as his kifts were regularly paid, and fo long as no op- 
preffions were cxereifed on the inhabitants. He was not permitted 
to claim as a tight any deductions from his ftlpulated payments, ei- 
,iher for drought, inundations, or the ravages of enemies. If any 
‘deductions were allowed hereafter, they were to be received as in- 
indulgences. Lcafes in perpetuity are indeed now granted through¬ 
out Bengal; the rents are on no account to be increafed, but to re- 
JEpain invariable' fo long as the prefent holders of the land and their 
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heirs (hall pay the rents as fettled in the year 1791*' How it coyM 
be injurious to the interefts of the Eaft-India Company, for Mr. 
Haftings to aft upon a principle infinitely fhort of that which has 
fince been adopted by the Company and the King's Minifters, I. 
cannot eafily conceive. 

There is a Orange inaccuracy runs through the whole of the ma¬ 
nagers obfervations on this charge. They firft offered evidence to 
(hew the unfitnefs of Kelleram, as a renter of lands; yet the leafo 
was in the name of Cullian Sing. They next produce evidence to 
flicw that a lcafe was granted to Kelleram: The evidence proves 
that it was granted to Cullian Sing, a man of very confiderable rank,'. 
anil fon to Maha Rajah Sittabroy, who enjoyed the fame unlimited 
power as Naib Dcwan of Bahar, which Mahomed Reza Cawn pof- 
feffed in Bengal, under the governments of Lord Clive, Mr. Vcrelft, 
and Mr. Carder. 

Your Lordfhips would not permit evidence to be given beyond 
the point to which I am now arrived. The managers wanted to 
prove that Kelleram fell into great balances; but there was nothing 
charged againft Mr. Haftings, to which evidence to fudi a point 
could apply; and here the whole evidence as to the letting of the 
lands, flops. It is in fubftancc, that Maha Rajah Cullian Sing 
having offered to rent part of the province of Bahar, on terms more 
advantageous to the Company by nearly two lacks of rupees a year 
than thofc offered to the Patna Board, the Governor General and 
Council accepted the terms of the former. It is not to be believed 
that the managers, or thofe whom they employed to draw the-arti¬ 
cles, would have omitted to charge, that, in the end, the Company 
loft confiderably by this lcafe, provided the faft were fo. Neither 
your Lordfhips, nor the managers are competent to enter into an ex¬ 
amination of an intricate detail of Indian revenues, though we can, 
all comprehend the refult. I certainly have fcen a paper prefented 
to the Houfc of Commons from the India Houfe, by .which it ap¬ 
pears, that under Cullian Sing’s leafe of two years, he paid more 
money into the Patna Treafury by very near fixty thousand pounds 
fieriing, than was paid in under the fettlements formed for the two 
years preceding by the Patna Council. With this evidence in the 
managers poffeflion, it would have been a very ufelefs attempt to 
carry the article farther. 

I come now, my Lords, to confidcr the evidence which the ma¬ 
nagers have offered, relative to the cabooleat, and the money actu¬ 
ally received upon it. The firft document to this point is the ac¬ 
count inelofed in Mr. Ilaftings’s letter of the 22d of May 1782. 

It appears that on the 26th of April 1781, the fum of two lacks 
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thirty-two thoufand rupees was paid into the treafury by the order of 
Mr. Haftings, under the head of Durbar charges: That is, Mr. 
JHaftihgs admits the receipt of a prefent to.fuch an amount, on'the 
.Company's account. From the moment the money was fo paid in, 
it became the Company’s property, and Mr. Haftings could not. 
interfere with it. The running treafury account, on which this 
.receipt was entered, came to the India Houfe in the month of 
July 1782, and did not attract the attention of the directors. On 
th£ ,x6th of March 1784, as I have already ftated to your Lord- 
ihips, the directors deftred Mr. Haftings to inform them at what 
periods the feveral fums were received which made the aggregate of 
the account inclofcd in his letter of the 22d of May 1782. Mr. 
Haftings, unable to give a complete anfwer to this queftion from 
Cheltenham, referred them to Mr. Larkins; but the dire&ors, fa- 
tisfied, as it fhould feem, with the general information which Mr. 
Haftings had given them, inquired no farther: But Mr. Haftings 
himfelf wrote to Mr. Larkins to fend to the Chairman the only me¬ 
morandum Which he had ever pofleffed, that could throw a farther 
. ^ight upon the fubjed. He did fo; and if your Lordlhips will turn 
to the evidence, page 1153, you will find Mr. Larkins’s letter, 
dated the .5th of Auguft 1786, and an account accompanying it, 
certainly very- loofc and imperiled, but beyond all doubt that to 
which Mr. Haftings alluded, as the only memorandum he ever 
pofiefiled; and it gave a clue to the diredors to make any farther 
inveftigation that they thought proper. Your Lordftiips will always 
bear in mind that this account was tranfinitted for no other purpofe 
than to give a fuller anfwer to a’queftion put by the directors to Mr. 
Haftings on the 16th of March 1784, than he was able to give 
them merely from memory at Cheltenham. The managers, by 
reading it, have made it evidence. From this account then it ap¬ 
pears, that Between the 21 ft of March and the 26th of April 1781, 
the fum of two lacks and twenty thoufand ficca rupees was received - 
from Patna, and that on the 26th of April two lacks of ficca rupees 
were paid CD Mr. Croftcs, the fub-treafurer. If there was no other 
evidence, this account would be abfolutcly unintelligible; but, 

• connecting it with Ms* Larkins's evidence, and the note at the foot 
of the account, it appears very dear that a caboolcat or obligation 
-for four lacks of rupees had been entered into; that upon this ca- 
booleat two lacks were paid into the treafury by Gunga Govind Sing, 
and entered by the order* of Mr. Haftings, under the head of Dur¬ 
bar charges, that is, as I have already ftated to your Lordfhips, a 
prefent received by the Governor General.on the Company’s account. 
There is not a fha^ow of evidence tp warrant a fufpicion that. Mr, 
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HaHings himfelf ever received one rupee upon this caboolcat, os, 
upon that of Dinagepore, which, though not in chaise, I have ex¬ 
plained as fully as the evidence permitted me to explain it,on a 
former' day: I mention it again, becaufc the managers have obr 
ferved, that the caboolcats from Patna and Dinagepore were for 
four lacks each ; that is, in all, eighty thoufand pounds, of which 
only the one half has been paid to the Company. The fad un¬ 
doubtedly is fo; but the Commons, though in pofleflion of all the 
evidence they now have, two months before they drew this article* 
have not made it matter of charge, that Mr. Hailings took no mca- 
fures to recover thefe balances. If there had been any ground to 
fufne.H that thefe balances had really been paid into die hands of 
Mr. Hidings, or into the hands of anyperfon in trufl for him, I 
fnouid inline that the perfons who drew out the articles would have 
charged the t. -ft cxprcfsly ; as the cafe now Hands, it reds upon his 
own foi-rv.;’. d:-:ianrion, that he has accounted for every rupee that 
in:u hi; h.ni'h : and it cannot be believed for one moment* 
t!u‘ he w.yjl-,1 h ive d .-fired Mr. Larkins to fend to the Chairman the 
on'/ memcr u dam cxitling, from which it could be known there 
w.vi any balance, if he had put a Angle rupee of it into hiso wn 

poi * 

The noble and learned Lord has laid a confiderable Hrcfs on the 
rumour generally prevailing of a prefent given to Mr. HaHings, by 
Cuilian Sing and Kellcram. He has referred your Lordlhips to 
the evidence of Mr. Young, Mr, Moore, and Mr. Anderfon* 

Mr. Young depofed that the rumour was very general, and that in 
December 1780, he heard a fpecific fum mentioned, four lacks of 
rupees. Mr. Moore fays he heard that the money was paid in Oc¬ 
tober 1781, which mud be a mi (lake. Mr. Anderfon fwcars that 
he heard the fame rumour in December 1780, and I am fore it 
mud have been from mere accident that the noble and learned Lord 
(unlefs he has been milled by his fyllnbus,) omitted to Hate the moH 
material part of Mr. Anderfon’s evidence—the part which, in my. 

> mind, is decifive upon the queHion. Mr. Anderfon fwears that in 
May 1781, having again heard this rumour, and thinking it very . 
inconfiftent with the charadler of Mr. HaHings, he mentioned, die 
report to him. Mr. HaHings immediately told him, not to mike 
7 himfelf uneafy, or give himfelf any concern about what he had heard; 
for whatever fums had been received, had been accounted for to the 
Company; that he thought it right to take money in that way, at 
the time the Company was in fuch great diHrefs, and it might not 
have been procured in any other way. The managers did not chufe, 
to purfue this examination farther, and they have adduced no eVi- 
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dense from which your Lordfltips can conclude that the money might 
lliave been received publicly, as a pcfhcufh or nuzzerana, On behalf 
of the Company. I profcfs myfclf to be utterly ignorant of the 
'manners and cuftoms of the people of India ; but as this tedimony 
from.Mr. Anderfon remains uncontrad&lcd, and as Mj. Hadings 
hiinfelf has faid in a letter produced by the Managers, “ The fources 
from which thefc reliefs to the public fcrvice have come,* would 
never have yielded them publicly I am bound to believe that 
this is the true Hate of the fact, and that the renters and zemin¬ 
dars of Patna, Dinagcporc, and Nuddea, from whom Mr. Hadings 
privately received near lixty thoufand pounds in the years 1780 and 
1781, would not have paid thofc fums publicly to the Company, 
had Mr. Hadings declined to take them in the mode that they were 
really given. 

I am afraid I have already troubled your Lordfhips too long 
upon this charge; but I have been the more particular, bccaufe 
the Commons have charged this money to have been received as a 
bribe, in confideration of granting a leafe on injurious terms. Your 
Lordfhips.fee that the money was paid by inftalmcnts, between the 
( aid of March and the 26th of April 1781, and on the lad-men¬ 
tioned day it was paid into the treafury, as a prefent received by 
Mr. Hadings on the Company’s account. As he appears to have 
received the money folcly for the Company, as there is nothing like 
evidence to prove that he at any time intended to take this money 
for himfclf, and as upon the face of the agreement with Cullian 
Sing, it appears that he was bound to the performance of every con¬ 
dition which could be required from him, for the advantage both 
of the Company and the people, and as his propofals were more ad¬ 
vantageous than thofe tranfmitted by the Patna Council, I am clearly 
of opinion that the charge has not been made good. On the charge 
called Nundoolol’s prefent, there will hardly be a difference of opi- 
. nion. 

Mr. Hadings is next accufed of having received a prefent of ten 
lacks of rupees from the Nabob of Oude in the month of September 
1^8 1 i and‘as matter of aggravation, it was dated that foe Nabob 
f was in gttjat pecuniary didrefs at foe time, and deeply in debt to foe 
EadTriJOui Company. The charge in this part alfo is very inaccu¬ 
rate, for foe evidence adduced by the managers proves, that above 
one third -of this prefent was made by the Nabob’s miniders. It is 
by no means proved that foe Nabob was in a date of great pecuniary 
- didrefs; that his public finances were in very great diforder, .and 
gthat they had beer^jfbfrom 1775 to 17.81, is out of allquedion; 
but if your Lordfhips will look to the correfppndencc of foe feveral 
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refidents, you will fee, that next to the dHbrden oeeafioned ’ 
Begum withholding the public treafures from the public fervfos* tbt 
diftreffes of the Nabob's government were owing to the very large 
fum that he required for his privy purfe. It is in evidence that mf 
the economy of his houfehold, he would neither permit hit mini* 
fters, nor die Bridfh relident, to interfere. A foveragn may*te 
very rich, when the State is poor; and 1 think it much more ? 
table that the Nabob himfelf was in very affluent circumttaftaea, 
than in a date of great pecuniary diflrcfs. But the quell ion for yqur' 
. Lordfhips to confider will be, whether, under all the circumftance* 
of the cafe, it was criminal in Mr. Hattings to receive a prefent of 
ten lacks of rupees, and to apply it as he did to the Company's fer- 
\ice. In this, as in every other inftance of the prefents, Mr. Haf- 
tings affords the managers all the information that they have given 
to your Lordfhips. It appears then, that between the nth and 
19th of September 1781, Mr. flattings received from the Nabob 
and his minifters a prefent of ten lacks of rupees, of the currency 
of Oudc, in bills. It appears alfo that the firft payment upon thefc 
bills was made in October, and that in die month of March 178ft 
the whole fum was received. It appears alfo by the rater from 
Mi. Hidings to the Directors, dated the 20th of January 1782* 
from Patna, that fuch fums as to that time had been received, 
were expended in the public fervice, and Mr. Hattings affures the 
direitors that the remaining fums {hall be fo employed. The ulti¬ 
mate ippropriation of this prefent he left entirely to them 4 adding, 
that if they adjudge it to him, he ihall receive it with gratitude. 
The directors had the power to do it, in the fame manner that they 
gave the prefent from Sujah Dowlah, to the army. They might 
have given the Nabob credit for it, as taken in part payment of his 
debt to die Company; or they had the power to do, what in effitCk 
they did—they took it for the Company. 

My Lords, for a prefent received under fuch circumftaooes, fo 
applied as this was, and fo ultimately appropriated by the EattJftdia 
Company, Mr. Hattings has been criminally accufed, and your 
Lordttiips arc now to determine his guilt, or his innocence. THfc 
evidence upon this charge lies in a «very narrow comptfii Indeed, 
though it has been branched out very unneceflarily I think by the 
managers, who at the commencement of their evidence undertook 
to prove that Mr. Hattings had written a falfe ftatement to die di¬ 
rectors on the aoth of January 1782, when he declared that though 1 
he had accepted the prefent in September 1781, and had dptndid 
fuch fums in the public ferviee as he had received, it. had up tqtjfe 
date of his letter been in part only, and tastily realise* What 
Vo l. XLII. Q.q 
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j . end it could anfwer to Mr. Haftings to make fuch an affcr- 

rtidnlif irwere not true, I cannot conceive;, and all the time that 
WH^fpent in attempting to prove the affertion falfe, appears to me 
have been very ufelefsly wafted. If the noble and learned Lord 
; had not alluded alio to this circumftance, I (hould not have noticed 
it-atall. 

1 [The LORD CHANCELLOR whifpered acrofs the table that 
4herfc was another expreflion in the* letter, “ a prefent of the nomi- 
* iwd.value of ten lacks,” which, coupled with the words tardily re- 
, alizcd, had attracted his attention, j 

f '■ \Lord THURLOW proceeded: I am much obliged to the 
noble and .learned Lord for his explanation, but I am ftill as much 
at a lofs as ever to divine his meaning. The nominal value ? My 
v Lords, die expreflion is highly proper. Mr. Ilaftings, in Sep¬ 
tember, received a prefent of ten lacks of Oude licca rupees. 
That was the nominal value. It was made in bills, and when thofc 
bills were turned into cafli, and that ca(h brought into Bengal cur- 
-rency, then the real value would he known; and it appears in evi- 
cfcnce, that me prefent netted ten lacks thirty-three thoufand rupees 
aSKha fra&Hin, about one hundred and three thoufand pounds. The 
leaning pf the words “ nominal value” cannot be mifunderftood by 
any noble Lord who will cxcreife his own judgement. 

I ^ If die learned Manager, (Mr. Anftruther), who afferted that be- 
. .fbre the ' aoth of January 1782, the whole of this prefent had been 
received, except a fmall balance, could have proved his affertion 
true, I know not to what ufc he could have applied a fa£t fo proved. 

put, -my Lords, it has happened in this, as in fo many other 
inftaqces, that Mr. Haftings is completely juftified by the profccu- 
tors’ evidence. 

Mr. Wright from the India Houfc produced the Bengal General 
Journal for the year 1781-2. All the Bengal annual accounts, 
cetfamence on the iff of May, of one year, and clofc on the 30 th 
off Apri^jof the next year. This General Journal contained an ac¬ 
count of the payment of the Nabob's prefent, and it appeared that 
ihlvftober, November, and December 1781, a part of this prefent 
had beeii' paid, not a half of the whole. Your Lordfliips will agree 
therefb^t ^hat the expreflion of Mr- Haftings, up to this period of 
tipiwfcai' yeiy corrcdl. It farther appears that in January 1782, 
thejnn of four lacks fifty-nine thoufand feven hundred twenty-feven 
and a fra&ioft was received,-and the balance, which was 
thoufand rupees, was completely liquidated in the two'fol- 
months. - But>, my Lords, after all this trouble had been 
taking |t .wasjto tip purpofc; for though the manager profeffedly 
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called Mr. Wright to'prove that this preftni, except a (matt 
was actually received prior to the 20th* of Januaty 1782,stpd, 
though he perfifted to the laft in averting that the fadl was proved^' 
your lordftups, who judge from evidence, will fed that the, accoCi*# 
proves nothing. Mr. Wright could not tell you from his journal 
on what day in January the great piymcnt was made, and yoiff 
Lord (hips, as impartial judges, will rather believe it was fubfequent. 
to the 20th of January, than prior to that day ; though, from Jed» 
much zeal, too much prejudice, or too little attention to the cahfe, 
the managers thought proper to aflert what they could not piqv& 
To the charge itfclf, the point is not of the fmalleft confluence, 
nor can the ingenuity of man conceive any end that could have been * 
attained by the tranfmiflion to the directors of fo (illy a falfehodd, 
as the managers hive imputed to Mr. Iladings. But, my Lords^ 
the production of this General Journal for the purpofe that | have ’ 
ft ited, has placed a pices of evidence in the Appendix to the Minuted 
that (trikes the noble and learned Lord in a point of view fq uncom¬ 
mon, that the managers, with all their fagacity, have not lecn it iti 
the fame light. 

13 y turning to page 1158, your -Lord (hips will fee that MfC 
Wiight, afu r he had produced the G< ncral Journal that I have al¬ 
ready mentioned, was afkcd if the book contained an accotint of the 
expenditure as well as of the receipt of the Nabob's prefent.* He 
faid it diil—and he read fevcial items of the expenditure. Accord¬ 
ing to your Lordftiips’ rule, the whole account of the expenditure 
as well as the receipt was entered in the Appendix, and you will 
ftnd it in page 606 to 628. Referring to this account, the noble 
and learned Lord fays, that Mr. 1 fadings appears not to have ac¬ 
counted for one lack and a hilf of rupees of the Nabob’s prefent, 
and that there arc amnngft the dilburfements, four lacks font to the 
reiident of Benares, which fum might have been paid back again to 
Mr. Mailings. I profefs, my Lords, I was very much aft6ni(hed 
indeed to hear fuch a remark from fuch a quarter. In the firft place 
it applies to no matter in charge. It does not even apply to any ob-* 
fervation that fell from the managers, who did not call Mr. Wright 
in order to inquire about the balance, but to prove the unimportant 
faiSt that I have already too much enlarged upon. T he ground now, 
taken by the noble and learned Lord could not poftibly liave occurrc^ 
to Mr. Haftings or to his counfcl; but your Lordlhips, by turnip 
to the Appendix, will fee the cafe in a moment. • It contains tKq - 
Durbar accounts of Mr. Haftings for one complete year, 1781-2. 
The nature of this account I will endeavour to explain. The (||- 
vernor General is entrufted with a variety of public dilbuffementsj 

Qq a 
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ii^gpleat of die Bond—:fecret Cervices—-the pay end entertain- 
apfpTof foreign ministers—prefents—kellauts, &e. Ta meet thefe 
jjfoiriements, .the Governor General applies to the Council for 
jnpney* which he cannot receive, but by their order on the treafury'j 
fcf though Mr. Haftings received prefents while he was abfent from 
Calcutta, and gave the Company credit for them, yet, when in 
Calcutta, he paid all his prefents into the tieafury, whence he 
"could not draw them again. 

It appears then by the Durbar account in the Appendix, that be¬ 
tween the ift of May 1781, and the 30th of April 1782, Mr. 
Jjsftings received the fum of fifteen lacks, twenty-two thoufandj 
feven hundred forty-fix rupees and a fradfion. Of this fum only 
fifty thou (and rupees was received from the treafury. The remainder 
confifted of the prefents that he received, or money borrowed at 
Benares, and from the refident at Oudc. His expenditure for the 
public fervice in the fame period is thirteen lacks feventy-eight 
thoufand one hundred twenty fix rupees and a fraction. This, 
|«ur Lordfhips obferve, leaves a balance of nearly a lack and a. 
half.of rupea* in his hands, belonging to the Company. If a fuf- 
pipton had even been hinted during the trial, that this balance was 
Unaccounted for, he moft undoubtedly would have produced the 
Durbar account for the next year; and the firft article entered in 
May 17# 2, would have been this lack and a half as againft Mr. 
Haftings. I had the curiofity to look at the Durbar accounts down 
'tothe iftof February 1785, when he quitted India, and I find 
t&tt they are exactly balanced. 

I believe, my Lords, I have now mentioned all the evidence 


that is of any moment in the three charges; I mean the prefents 
from Patna, Nundoolol, and the Nabob Vizier. They are all, 
ftrj$ly fpeaking, of the fame defeription. They were all received 
j>y Mr. Haftings, as he ftates, for the Company, at a period of 
great public diftrefe: They were all entered in the treafury books 
tqiacr die head of Dunbar charges, that is, prefents received by Mr, 
.Haftibgs on the Company’s account. That they have been faith- 
fSHy applied to the public fervice is not to be difputed, and, in my 

E there is nothing in the evidence that can induce your 
p believe hi received thefe prefents corruptly; that is, 
ijnk we are warranted cither by evidence or by fair infer- 
ftve that to be true, which the managers fo ftrenuoufiy 
aftp Lords, that at die time thefe prefents were 
dr. Haftings did intend to take them to himfelf^ though 
4 * phanged Ids intentions,, and gave them to the Cpfa- 
| apx conference I drew fueh aconclufkm, or if I though 
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that for « Angle moment he entertained fuch an Idea, I fhftuldflt 
once pronounce him guilty, 

The Patna prefcnt, as your Lordfhips will recalled, was paid 
into the public treafury on the 26th of April 1781, under the head 
of Durbar charges, fo that Mr. Haftings had no longer any concert! 
with it. He could not draw the money out of the treafury again, 
and foe receipt appears by the treafury books which, arrived in Ea- 
gland in July 1782. The two prefents horn the Nabob and Nurv 
doolol were accounted for in the manner that I have already Hated to 
your Lordfhips, while he was abfent from Calcutta. 

The prefcnt from Nobkiifen, which is the only one remaining, 
Hands upon a ground fomewhat different; for though it wps cer¬ 
tainly received for the Eaft-India Company, and the appropriation 
of it was left completely in their povter, yet it was attended, in the 
mode of receipt, with circumftances which do diftinguifh it from 
the other receipts of prefcnt. In fo fat I perfectly agree with thf 
noble Earl (Mansfield), whofe opinions I am at all times difpofei 
to confider with the utmofl attention, an attention to which thiy 
are fully entitled, not lefs from the weight which the h|toeharader 
of the noble Earl gives to them, than from the dignified and tetft* 
perate language, fo highly becoming a judge, in which he delivers 
his fcntiments to your Lordfhips. The noble Earl conceives that 
each receipt of a prefcnt by Mr. HaHings was a breach of the law, 
but that the known and urgent necefiities of the Public at die time 
the prefents were received, and their appropriation to the relief of 
thofc necefiities, juftified the receipt of every prefcnt, except the 
laft. In the lafi inftance the noble Earl fays, that Mr. Haftings 
took the money, if not for his own ufe, certainly for his own cart- 
veniency. 

The charge fets forth, that in the year 1783 Mr. Haftings Sift 
fraudulently folicited as a loan, from Nobkifien, the funi of force 
lacks of rupees; that he afterwards corruptly retained it as a gift or 
prefcnt, under the pretence of difeharging certain expences which 
he had no authority to incur either before or fince, and that he has 
not produced fufficient vouchers to juftify his charges. 

The managers, on firft opening it, declared that they fomi&f 
offer no evidence upon it :—Ex ore tuo the juftification or condemn'' 
nation (hall proceed, were their exprefiion. In the progrefo of fob 
trial, however, farther evidence was given by the managers, apdjp 
will endeavour to ftste to your Lordfhips the refitk of fort whole, to 
|t Hrikes my mind. * 

Mr. Haftings fays, that in 1783, being in want of money fot 
flit private expences, owing to the Company not having hi 
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r ittM5r treafuryto jay his falary, he borrowed three lacks of rupees 
Vrom Nobkiffen. 

I will take the liberty to call your attention to the evidence ad¬ 
duced by the managers, in order to prove the falfehood of this af- 
fertion. It is the more ncceffary, becaufe the noble and learned 
Lord has exprefied his furprife that the Governor General lhould 
have any arrear of falary due to him, and in fuch a manner as to 
convey an idea to your Lordlhips, that the noble and learned Lord 
•Very much doubted whether a Governor General could fuller his fa- 
laiy to run in arrear. I admit it to be an extraordinary cafe. Pof- 
libly Mr. Haftings conceived that when the different armies in India 
Were 1 enduring the deepeft diftrefs for their fubfiHence, when the 
officers had coined their plate to fupport their foldicvs as long as they 
could be fupported by fuch a rcfourcc, and when the civil cftablilh- 
merits were many months in arrears, it would not be very decent or 
laudable in him, to exeft the influence which his ftation certainly 
, gave him, in Order to be paid in calh, month by month. Of the 
fafryefar Lordlhips can have no doubt, tince the managers in this, 
afln (o m|§y other inftances, haveeffedluallyjuftified Mr. Haftings 
by the evidence which they produced. Whether your Lordlhips are 
to give credit Ito die managers for an extraordinary degree of candour, 
or to believe that thofe prejudices which naturally attach upon pro- 
fecutors have perverted their judgement, or whether they have trufted 
tf& production of their evidence entirely to their agents, and were 
’ as ignorant as your Lbrdfliips of its contents, until read at your bar, 

I know not, nor is it of much moment to us to difeover; but, by 
turning to page 1252 of your Minutes, your Lordlhips will find an 
account of all the payments made to Mr. Waitings under the head of 
✓ falary in the year 1783- You will fee that he did not receive the 
falary due to him for January, until the month of Auguft: So that 
in truth he was fever: months in arrear until that payment was made. 
Your Lordlhips will fee that his falary for February and March was 
paid ip, September, not in calh but by transfer; that is, by a trea- 
ijpry order, or paper, which might indeed be turned into calh, at 
the f difeount of the day ; and I believe thofe transfers at that timd 
bore a difeount o? ten or twelve per cent. The account is conti¬ 
nued ; M ypur Lordlhips will fee, if you take the trouble to turn 
to it, that in the whole of die year 1783, Mr. Haftings received 
feut pnc month’s falary in calh; that was" for the month of January, 
stodJt^vas paid to* him in Auguft. 

* .. Phe next point is, my Lords, that Mr. Haftings defired Nob- 
jdffen to call ujpon him with a bond properly filled up; but as he 
iwetytfc it, Nobkiflen foquefted him rather to accept' 
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riie money, than to execute the bond. He neither, as he fays,- 
accepted nor refufed the prefent, and his mind remained fufpfcnded.' 
until he wentto Lucknow in 1784, when he determined to accept 
the prefent for the-Company. * ' 

This is the account given by Mr. Haftings to the Houfeof Com* ' 
mons, and the noble and learned Lord fays it mud be taken as the 
true date of the trnnfadlion. It was written by himfelf, he .fays,, 
is very fliort, and involves in it little of argument, or detail. On 
the point of fa& I with to fet the noble and learned Lord right i It. 
is clearly in proof that this part of the defence of Mr. Hadings wad 
not written by himfelf, but by a gentleman of the name of Baber 
and your Lordfhips, by referring to the evidence of Mr. Scott, 
which is very full and diftinct,,will obferve, that the general intros 
dudtion, the charges called the Rohilla war, and the King’s tribute* 
were all that Mr. Hadings wrote himfelf. I mention this in order 
to account for the very loofe, general, and inaccurate manner im 
which the tranfjdlion is related. Undoubtedly, my Lords, if trie 
had had no other evidence, I fliould not think any noble Lord de¬ 
termined improperly if he concluded that in fad Mr. Hj£|fags took 
the money from Nobkilfcn without giving him any fecurity of any 
kind for it: But Mr. Larkins, whom the managers themfelves exa¬ 
mined at very eonfiderable length to this point, clearly and diftin&iy 
told your Lordfliips, that he knew there were two bonds at lead, 
executed; that it was by no means certain that he himfelf was not- 
a fubferibing witnefs to thofe bonds; that he gave them after Mr.. 
Haftings had executed them to a lircar of Cantoo Baboo’s, to. carry 
them to Nobkilfcn; that thefe three lacks of rupees were entered 
in the private books of Mr. Haftings as a loan, for which bonds' 
were granted, and that they remained in that ftatc in his books until 
the month of February 1784, when lie made an entry in the books- 
to corrcfpond cxadlly with the letter which Mr. Haftings wrote in 
that month to the Court of Dircdlors. From that time it became/- 
a prefent made to Mr. Haftings, and accepted by him for the Com-* 
pany. He became accountable, confequently, to them for this 
prefent. ' 

There is no evidence from which your Lordfhips can conclude** 
that Mr. Haftings determined to take the money, until the moment > 
he transferred it to the Company. That Nobkiften was in polfef- 
lion of the bonds appears clear to me from Mr. Larkins’s evidenced 
When they were returned to Mr. Haftings by Nobkilfen doesjnplH' 
appear, though Mr. Larkins lays it was long after they were fent 
to him. There certainly is no ground to conclude that this loan * 
was fraudulently folicked as the charge Hates, 




ptthend the meaning of the word here. Mr. Haftings borrowed 
tnbney, and gave a legal fecurity for It. The party from whom 
the money was borrowed retained poffcflion of that fecurity until he 
voluntarily furrendered it. Mr. Larkins believes that Mr. Haftings 
• borrowed this money to pay off other bonds, becaufe, fays the wit- 
nefs, Mr# (fallings was perpetually embarrafling himfelf by doing 
a&sof kindnefs to others. 

' The latter part of the charge is very material Sot your Lordfhips’ 
confideration. Mr. (fallings in effed is accufcd of converting this 
money to- his own ufc, under a falfc pretence. It is faid that he 
> had* no authority to contrail the cxpenccs which he oppofed to thefe 
three lacks, before he made the charge upon the Company ; that 
he has had no authority fince, and that he has not produced fufticicnt 
vouchers to juftify him in making fuch a charge upon the Company. 

The cafe will Hand perfectly clear when fairly Hated from the 
evidence. Mr. Haftings admits, in February 1784, that he has * 
in his hands three lacks of rupees, the property of the Company. 
He fubmits to the juftice of the Company certain demands, which 
he has them, to the amount of thofe three lacks of rupees. 
My Lords, it depended upon the Company to allow them or not, 
as they pleafed. The nature of the demands is explained moil 
'dearly. The accounts are minutely [articular; and Mr. Haftings, 
fo far from affedling difguife, very fairly and candidly tells the Com¬ 
pany, that when thefe expences were incurred, he had no idea of 
charging them to the Company. His words are fo clear, and con¬ 
vey his fentimehts fo fully, that X will beg leave to read the remain¬ 
der of the fcntence from the letter itfclf: 


‘^Improvident for myfclf, zealous for # the honour of my country, 
ajvthe credit and intereft of my employers, I feldom permitted any 
motpc&s of futurity to enter into the views of my private concerns. 
|n the undifturbed exercife of the faculties which appertained to the 
a&ive feafon of my life, I confined all my regards to my public cha- 
ra»ffe£ and reckoned on a fund of years to come, for its duration. 
TBe infirmities of life have fince- fucceeded, and I have lately re¬ 
ceded more than one fevere warning to retire from a feene, to which 
my bodily^ftrength is no longer equal, and which threatens me with 
»ttttteilMpfingdecay,, in whatever powers of mirid I once pofiefled. 


to d&pRgP the laborious duties and hard viciftitudes of my ftation. 
Whh this change in my condition I am compelled to depart from 
1 plan; which I originally adopted, and to claim from your 
r you have forbid me to appeal to your generality, rile 
of a debt,. which I can, with the moft fcrupulous inte- 
*Hffe j!iftly my due.” 
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Your Lordfhips will determine, whether In point of fa&Mr 
Haftings went one ftep beyond what he hijnfelf flutes: “ I htitnHy 
fubmit (he fays in the fame letter) the propriety of carrying thefts ex- 
pences to your account.” He clearly left it to the Company to allow 
them or not: Suppofe for a moment they had faid, “ You ought to 
have made thefe demands month by month. We will not admit 
a contingent bill of fo many years landing.” In that event Mtf. 
Haftings mud have repaid to the Company thofe three lacks of tllr 
pees, their property, which he retained in his hands: But the charge 
adds, that he has had no authority fince. My Lords, what is the 
period of time within which a demand, not objected to, ihtdl'hc 
taken as fairly admitted ? The letter, and the account in queftidri, . 
arrived in England in September 1784. What were the Directors 
about ? What were the King’s India Minitlers doing ? A pointed 
reference, an appeal to their juftice, was made by Mr. Haftings. 
It was their duty to have difallowcd thefe charges immediately, if 
they were improperly made.—It was their duty to call for vouchers 
or farther information, if farther information was neceffary. By 
doing neither the one nor the other, they admitted thefttkmands to 
be perfedtiy fair and reafonablc, and in effedt they audited the ac- , 
counts. The counfcl of Mr. Haftings have proved that his fuc- 
ceffors have made fimilar charges, and upon rather a laiger fcale of 
expencc; they have made them, I admit, my Lords, wifely and 
properly, month by month, and have received the amount as re¬ 
gularly as their falatics. Had Mr. Haftings adfed with equal pru¬ 
dence and propriety, he not only would have been paid the full 
amount of the charge that he drew out in 1784, but he would have 
had a conlidcrable benefit from the intereft accruing upon the feveral 
fums, in the courfe of fo many years. . y 

I have now gone through this very important article of the charge. 

I have ftated the effedt of the evidence as it ftrikes my mind, and 
at a length which I am afraid has too much trefpaffed upon your 
Lcrdfhips’ indulgence. On the laft cafe, -that of Nobkiflcn, your 
Lordfhips have had more information from Mr. . Larkins than you 
pc/Jeflcd before*. He fatisfadtorily enough, I think, accounted for 
the embarralfments of Mr. Haftings. It might, indeed, very nai 
turally excite furprife, that a man, after polfcfling the government 
of Bengal for fo many years, and who was not pcrfonally expenfive, 
fhould want at any time, to borrow money. My Lords, I think 
it reflects diferedit on Mr. Haftings; I think it is the weak pai%df 
his character, and’that he ought to have left Bengal fairly and ho-’ 
nourably, poffelfed of four hundred thoufand pounds, fromthe knoWriV 
allowed emoluments of his office, and the accumulating mteftft upfo 
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his,fortune* Mr. Larkins has told you, my Lords, that he never 
Could get Mr. Hadings to attend to his private affairs, and he has 
told you, aifo, that he was perpetually cmbarrafling hinr.fclf by do¬ 
ing a&s of kindncfs to individuals. 1 he Commons, it is true, 
.have charged, .that the feveval criminal acts a Hedged in the articles, 
were done with a view of acquiring for hur.fclf exorbitant wealth ; 
but when his counfcl called the gentleman who managed his money 
affairs in England, on a joint truft with Sir Francis S', kts and Mr. 
*\yaller, and. when that gentleman dilnnfllv Hated the amount of 
his fortune at different periods, and when he farther Hated that he 
neither knew nor did he believe that Mr. Hading remitted any mo¬ 
ney to England, or to Europe, except* to thefc three gentlemen, 
the managers did not think prop: r to afk him a finglc quedion. 
.Mr. Larkins, as your Lordfliips know, managed his money con¬ 
cerns in India. He alfo was examined at confidcrable Vng*h on all 
other points by the managers, except as to the amount <\ the private 
fortune of Mr. Hidings. Your Lordfhip? therefo can have no 
reafon from the evidence to doubt ihe trutli of Mr. iliHings’s re- 
prefentatio% that in eonfidering the date of his fo: une in February 
.1784, hedetermined to fufcmit to the Company 'he demand which 
he conceived to be judly due to him, and at tire 1 tve time he de¬ 
termined to accept as a prefent, what to that nrujmr.f he had confi- 
dered as a loan. How far Mr. Hading? acted drier Iv rich* - in trans- 
ferring to thie. Company a prefent, which from gratitude and pcrfonal 
attachment was made to himfclf, is not a mat nr in charge, and 
therefore I diall not dwell at all upon it. J have underdood that 
Nobkiffen was the Perfian preceptor of Mr. Hidings, <0 tar track 
as the year 1750, when they were both very young m .; *uul chat 
Nobkillen was indebted f<»r his elevation, his prefont and 


great fortune, to his early connection with Mr. iLfth,.,*, v rich 
introduced him to the notice of Lord Clive, during whole aca.i ni¬ 
tration he only dood inferior in point of emoluments, or in politi¬ 
cal confequence, to Mahomed Reia Cawn. 
i; T^iete are two points of view, my Lords, in which the managers 
*"ha*e confidered the fecond part of the charge of prefents. I have 


already dated ter your Lordfhips why, in my opinion, it is tmpoflible 
to cogjp|r them as bribes; in fadl, not being fo charged, we cannot 
Jb djj|j£une upon them. 

: 'j&Sr managers, and particularly the manager (Mr. Fox) who 
Dpi up the evidence in reply, contended, that from the contra- 
accounts which Mr: Hadings had given of thefc prefents, it 
ar that he intended for a time fo keep them to his own ufe. 
w the coptnyy condufion from the evidence undoubtedly. ' It 
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Is abfolutcly impoflible that a guilty man would have difplaye<J the - 
eagemcfs to difcover his own guilt that Mr. Haftings has done* 
The contradiftions prove exceflive careleffnefs indeed, but acquit 
him of every fufpicion- of corruption, in my mind. ^ If any noble 
Lord conceives from the evidence and the fair inference arifing from 
it, that Mr. Haftings at the time he took thefe prefents did not bma 
fide apply them to the Company’s fcrvicc, then molt unqueftionably . 
he took them corruptly, and no fubfequent appropriation of them to 
the public fervice can wipe away his guilt. 

. The noble and learned Lord is certainly miftaken in calling Nob-' 
kiffen a money-lender, fuppofing him to apply the expreflion in the 
fenfe generally attached to it. 

The next.point that the managers ftated, and which feems to 
meet the opinion of the noble Earl (Mansfield), is, that thefe pre¬ 
fents, though received with the pureft intention, and though ap- 
plied, as Mr. Haftings fays they were r immediately to the public 
fervice, were received in breach of a pofitive law, and confequendy 1 
Mr. Haftings muft be convinc’d of a breach of that law. 

My Lords, I am not reduced to the neceflity of troubling you 
long upon this part of the cafe. I lhall only fay that it is clearly 
in evidence that the King’s Miniftcrs, the Court of Dircftors, and ' 
every perfon in India, put a different conftruftion upon the law 
but whether they were right or wrong, a doubt does not remain as 
to the repeal of the law. alluded to by the manager. Prior to fhe 
ift of January 1787, Mr. Haftings might have been profecuted or 
impeached for the mere receipt of prefents under the aft of 1773* 
and it would then have been an argument, whether the aft of 17 7 3 
meant to exclude a Governor General from receiving prefents, and , 
appropriating them to the public fervice. But the claufe on which 
the manager relied, being repealed prior to the impeachment; cer¬ 
tainly the mere breach of the law is no longer a queftion: And if 
your Lordfliips arc of opinion that Mr. Haftings received thefe fc» 
vcral prefents, intending at the time he did receive them to apply 
the whole to the public ferVicc, he muft be acquitted. I am juflified 
in my opinion, upon this point, by very great authorities, and I.. 
have no hefitation in affirming that the claufe of the aft of the 13th, 
which rendered the receipt of prefents an. indiftabie offence, is 
wholly repealed by the aft, pf the 24th of his.prefent Majefty. I 
(hall therefore only ;dftaip' your Lordftrips while I move “ that did. ■ 
Commons have Aiad^gopd the firft article, in fo far as relates 
prefent, or obliga&Mii' received from Kelleram for four lacks of 


rupees. . . , ;• 

The LORD CHANCELLOR laid, that having, when their. 

Rra 



0 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1795. 

* 

LordShips laSt fat in the Committee, taken up a considerable portion 
of their time in going through the various charges, which the noble 
and learned Lord had fo circumstantially detailed, he did not rife 
to go over them again, but to (hew their LordShips that according 
to the Statements to be collected from the evidence, and from the 
defence of Mr. Hastings, it did not appear that the whole of the 
money received from Kellcram and Cullian Sing, from Nundoolol 
and from Dinagcpore, had been accounted for by the defendant. 
His LordShip then recapitulated the parts of the evidence, to which 
he had referred in his former fpcech on the fubjedt, and contended 
that nothing the noble and learned Lord had cither allcdged as given 
■ in proof in WcftminSter Hall, or argued upon as matter of infer¬ 
ence, amounted to any thing demonstrative, that the aggregate re¬ 
ceipt had been entirely appropriated to the Company’s fervice. „ He 

• reminded their LordShips, that he had on the former day Shewn 
that, there were two different ways of making up an account of the 
appropriation of the whole of die money taken in the instances he 

* had mentioned: 'According to one of them, only five lacks and a 
half out df nine could be Stated to be brought to account, and ap¬ 
plied to the Company’s fervice; according to the other. Six lacks 

! might be fuppofed to he accounted for. 

Upon the question being put, the Chairman declared the Net- 
Contents had it. 

4 Lord THURLOW then moved a fecond question, refpedting 
the money received from Nundoolol, when the Chairman again de¬ 
clared the Not-Contents had it. 

Lord Thurlow moved a third question on the fubjedt of the pre- 
fent from the Nabob Vizier. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that he would make no 
obfervation on this charge, having already troubled their LordShips 
too long upon it; but he rofc to reply to what had fallen from the 
’ noble and learned Lord relative to the account of Durbar charges; 
-4md he (fill contended, that from thofc accounts it clearly appeared 
thaf from the prefents received by Mr. Hastings there was a balance 
of nearly a lack and a half of rupees in his hands, unaccounted 
fof—that t$s Durbar account was not fent home until October 
1783.; therefore it was dear Mr. Hastings, to that time, had the 
money in. his hands, * and for ought that appeared, he had it at this 
'moment. r V ,' 

1 Cowper (the Clerk Affiftant) whifpet^aprofs the table, that 

the managers had not produced the Durba|i accounts, in order to 
lh f ew that any balance remained in Mjr. Hastings’s hands, but to 
rite -t oth of January 178 a.Mr, Hastings had received 
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nearly the whole of the Nabob’s prefent. The Lord Chancellor 
fa id, he was obliged to Mr. Cowper for his information, that he 
was well aware of the purpofe for which the managers introduced 
it; but being evidence, it was open to him to Hate to the Court 
the fenfe in which it (truck him, and the effeCt it had upon his 
mind. 

Lord THURLOW. My Lords, I am furry again to intrude 
upon your Lordfhips; but this is a matter which has been fo very 
much mifconceivcd by the noble and learned Lord, that I am anx¬ 
ious to explain it, which 1 truft I (hall be able to do completely to 
his fatisfaCtion, (incc, from the high lituation which he now 611 s, 
and which 1 had formerly the honour to hold, we have been conti¬ 
nually m the habit of coniidering the nature of accounts. In the 
prelent cafe, 1 do not admit, that evidence, produced for one pur¬ 
pofe, can be confidered in another point of view. If the Com¬ 
mon's had believed that Mr. Haftings had not fairly accounted to 
the Company tor all the prefents that he received, they undoubtedly 
would have made the orr.iflion a matter of charge, and it would 
have been a very ferious an u r it ion. But it does not appear that 
either the managers or the Commons conceived, there was ground 
even to fufpeft that Mr. Haftings had not bona j'de accounted for all 
the prefents to the Company. Is it to be believed that the Court 
ot Directors or the Board of Controul would have a(ked no expla¬ 
nation of Mr. Haftings, if it appeared on the face of a public ac¬ 
count that he had a lack and a half of rupets belonging to them 
in his pofleflion ? Your Lmdfhips will fee that thefe accounts only 
go to a given period, from the ift of May 1781, to the 30th of 
April 1782, and in that given period it appears that Mr. Haftings 
received about one hundred and fifty thoufand pounds of the public 
money, and expended in the public fervice about one hundred and 
thirty-live thoufand pounds; confequently, in the accounts of the 
next year, he mud either have expended fifteen thoufand pounds In 
the public fcrvicc, or he mud; have paid that fum into the treafury. 
From the inftant he charged himfelf with the receipt of one hundred 
and fifty thoufand pounds, the Council in Bengal, and the Com¬ 
pany at home, would take care that he paid that money into the 
treafury, or accounted for the c> ouiditure of it in the public fervice. 
Had a doubt been even hinted on this fubjefb while the parties 
weic at your Lordlhips’ bar, the production of Mr. Haitings’s Dur¬ 
bar accounts for the next year would have removed diem inftstntly; 
for in May 1782, he charges himfelf with the balance of fifteen 
thoufand pounds, and fatisfc&orily accounts for it in the fticceedirtg* 
months. But die noble and learned Lord fays, that this Mount* 
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is ft t <f*nt home until O&ober 1783, and consequently, Mr. Haft- 
ings : tfcd 1! c balance to that tin.t. I am fore the noble and 
lean i <J will immediate 1 }' difeover his error. The book pro¬ 
duced . » V « J't was. the Bengal General Journal for the year 

1781-2. 7 -. if is the cuftom to fend home, as appears by 

Mr. Lnrkn «■ mi«, running treafury accounts every year, if not 
by every (ho,, \ * *l.c general books are always confiderably in ar- 
rear; and this General Journal, which is a book of great fize, 
containing m< ns hundred pages, of which the Durbar account oc- 
, cupies only from the 280th to the 303d page, was not font to En¬ 
gland until Oftobcr 1783, and on that day its contents were au¬ 
thenticated by the fignatuns of the Governor General and Council. 
But the learned Lord will fee in a moment that it is not an account 
down to O&ober 1783; it begins on the ift ot May 1781, and 
ends the 30th of April 1782. I am fure the learned Lord muft 
now fee what an erroneous opinion he has formed. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR rofe again, and Hill feerned to 
think that his former argument had not been fully anfwered, and 
that there yet remained a lack and a half of the Vizier's prefent, 
unaccounted for by the deft ndant. 

The Archbifliop ot YORK rofe the moment the Lord Chan¬ 
cellor had fat down; he faid, that in his time he had keen a great 
reader of ancient hiftoiy, and the prefont convcrfdtion reminded him 
of the cafe of Cato the ccnlor, one of the honefteft, and the beft 
men, that the Roman republic had ever produced. Yet that great 
man, after having filled the firft offices in the ftatc with the higheft 
reputation, was impeached. He was impeached forty times, and 
he was attacked by a factious demagogue of his day, relative to the 
item of an account. When laft impeached, he was eighty years of 
age, and he reminded his'profecutois, that a generation of men that 
had not witnefTed his fcrvices, wcie profecuting him for trifles. 
What was the cafe of Mr. Haffings ? No confidcration for his 
high character, no confederation for his fplendid and important fer- 
vi c s M for the efteem, love, and veneration, in which he was held 
by the millions that be governed for fo many years. No, my Lords, 
he is treated not as if he were a gentleman whofc caufe is before 
you, but as if you were trying a horfc-fteolcr. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR immediately rofe, and faid there 
was no noble jLord prefent who felt greater rcfpcH for the talents and 
virtues of die learned Prelate than he did, or who was more dif- 
*po&d to conflder with attention any thing that fell from fo refpeife- 
%|es quarter. But he traded the learned Prelate would conflder 
tfitfRvntion in which he as well as their Lordfhips flood at that 
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moment. Thofe who considered the Cervices of the gentleman* 
whofe cafe was before them, to be as fplendid and important as this 
learned Prelate conceived them to be, would have adted . wifely in 
not preferring the pretent impeachment, undoubtedly, provided they 
could have prevented its being preferred at all. But in the prefent 
ftage of the proceeding their Lordfhips were precluded from faying 
one word of the Cervices of Mr. Haftings, and ftill more were they 
precluded from taking them into consideration. They were trying 
the cafe allcdgcd, and not the perfon of Mr. Haftings. He was im- 
peached on certain fpecific charges, and their Lordfhips were now 
to determine between the profccutors and the defendant, as judges, 
taking into their confMcration the whole of the evidence. It had 
been determined, and very wifely in his opinion, to take the 
charges point by point. While he was delivering his fentiments on 
any one of thofe points, he naturally confined his remarks to die 
fubjcift before him, and in fo difeharging his confciencc, he could 
not fuller his refpedt for any noble Lord, .however high that rcfpe& 
might be, to draw him afde from the ftridi line of his duty; but at 
the fame time he could affure the learned Prelate that he meant 
no nr.ore than to give his fentiments on each point to their Lord* 
fhips, merely to juftify himfelf in their opinions, for the vote which 
he lhould ultimately give. 

The queftion was called for, and the Not-Contents had it. 

The Chairman (Lord Wariingham) then read the* next quef¬ 
tion. * / ... 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, he could not fatisfy his 
confcicnce entirely as to the vote he ought to give on the refidue of 
the fixth article, all the charges in which did not Band precifely on 
the fame grounds. With regard to the cuttom of taking prefents, 
it had been a cuftom in the Eaft, prevalent in all times; from the 
moft ancient down to the times of the prefent day. He learnt 
from that facred book, which it more immediately became him, 
from the duties of his profeftion, to ftudy moft frequently, that it 
was the cuftom of the Eaft to bring prefents to the ruling Prince, 
and that the cuftom obtained to fuch a degree, tli.it to negledt to 
bring them was confidcrcd fufficient to bear out the conftru&ion of 
ading difobcdicntly and contumacioufly; and to bring thgm freely 
and in abundance was held a proof of the great efteem with which 
the fovereign flood with his fubjedls. 'v ,. 

. The Bifhop cited the two following paflages from feriphne in.ilr 
luftration of his argument: % 

1 ft Book of Samuel, xth chapter, aythverfe: ** But the chit* - 
dren of Belial laid, How fhall this man fave us ? and they dafpiCbd- 
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faint, and brought him no prefents, but he held his peace.”*—(The 
Bifhop faid, the children of Belial, he prefumed, were the Jacobins 
.'.of thofe days.) 

1 ft Book of Kings, xth chapter, 24th and 25th vcrfes: “ And 
all the earth fought to Solomon to hear his wifdom, which God had 
put into his heart. 

“ And they brought every man his prefent, veffcls of filver, and 
veffels of gold, and garments, and armour, and fpiccs, liorfes and 
mutes, a rate, year by year.” 

-. Having laid fome ftrefs on this proof of the cuftom of offering 
and receiving prefents in the Eaft in the moft ancient times, his 
Lordfhip faid, 1 it was not all; that the pra&ice ftill prevailed in the 
Eaft; and he faw not how Mr. Haftings could, without offence to 
thofe, who offered prefents to him, refufe to accept thofe prefents; 
and therefore, where he received them in moments of great and ur¬ 
gent ftate exigency, and applied them to the Company’s fervice, he 
really faw not how he could reafonably be found guilty of a high 
crime and mifdemeanor. This he thought applied to the various 
prefents received from Kelleram, Nundoelol, and the Vizier; and 
therefore he had not the fmalleft difficulty to fay Not-Content to thofe 
charges. 

Nobkiffcn’s cafe certainly flood on different grounds from the reft. 
The money was there clearly proved to have ' c -n borrowed in the 
firft inftancc for the private purpofes and convenience of Mr. Haft¬ 
ings ; and it was in evidence, that he had executed bonds, and that 
they had been given to Canto Baboo to deliver to Nobkiifcn. It cer¬ 
tainly does not appear in evidence when thefc bonds were re-livered up 
And cancelled; but neither does itappear that they were not fo deliver- 
edup to Mr. Haftings; and therefore die Committee was not entitled 
.to prefume an Inference not fupported by evidence. Mr. Larkins 
it* his examination throws fome light on the fubjedt, and rather 
fovves to (hew that the bonds were regularly and duly executed, and 
afterwards re-delivered, when Mr. Haftings confented to accept die 
three lacks as a prefent to the Company, rather than as a loan to 
iMnftfeif. 

- 1 - There ^vae one point of view, however, in which the tran- 
fvdrion might be regarded, that had not, he believed, been fuggeft- 
ed by any of their Lordftups, and that certainly did not place it in 
the moft favourable light for Mr. Haftings. The Bi(hop faid, he 
mfant as a rranfacHon between Nobkiifcn and Mr. Haftings, as be¬ 
tween a man and his friend. '-It could fcarcely be imagined that 
when Npbkrffcn told Mr. Haftings, he had rather he would accept 
ttoreMcy that* execute the bond, he meant to make it a prefont to- 
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the Company; what he meant was, in all human probability, t» 
prefent it to Mr. Haftings for his own private purpofe and conveni¬ 
ence, from a fenfe of obligations that he was under to Mr. Hailing* 
when he was a very young and obfeure man. For the Governor 
General therefore to turn the money over to the Company as a pre¬ 
fent to them, was not ufing his friend well. The tranfa&ion how¬ 
ever was not charged in that view of it in the article, and therefore 
their Lordfiiips could not travel out of the impeachment to find guilt 
in the defendant; they were bound to judge only of the fa&s as they 
were criminally charged, fccundum allegata et probata. For which, 
and the other reafons he had dated, his Lordihip declared he ihould 
fay Not content to the queftion. 

On the queftion being put, the Not-Contents had it. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


fFcdncfday, 25th March. 

The National Debt Intcreft bill, and the two Exchequer Loan 
bills, pafled through a Committee of the whole Houfe, without 
any amendments. 


Thurfday, 26 th March. 

Lord GRENVILLE brought down a meflage from His Ma- 
jefty, (for which fee the proceedings of the Commons of the fame 
date). 

Ordered to be taken into confidcration to-morrow. 


Friday, 27 th March. 

The Royal Aflent was given by Commiflion to eight public and 
eight private bills. The Coinmiftioncrs were, the Lord Chancel¬ 
lor, the Duke of Portland, anil the Earl of Mansfield. 

Tlic Order of the Day being read tor fummoning their Lordftiips 
to take into confidcration His Majcfty's meflage, which was brought 
down yefterdnv, the meflage was read, and Lord Grenville moved 
an Addrcfs to His Majefty, thanking him for his gracious commu¬ 
nication, and exprefling the determination of their Loirdftups to 
concur in making a suitable provifion for the extraordinary cxpences 
that might be incurred in the profccution of the prefent juft and ne- 
ceflary war, and to take fuch other mcafures as the exigencies of 
the times might require. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE objedlcd to the terms in which, 
the Addrefs was conceived. He considered it as voting an Addreis, 
granting an unlimited fum to His Majefty tor the proiccution of the 
war. In the particular fituation of this country, connected with 
Vol. XLII. S s 
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allies on the Continent, whole good faith was not the moll promi¬ 
nent feature in their character, bills might be drawn upon this 
country to an immenfe amount, an.l honoured by the Bank, in con- 
fequence of the pledge underlined to be given by this Add refs, to 
defray every expence that might be incurred tor the purpofc of car¬ 
rying on the war. 

Lord CAERNARVON faid a few words in fupport of the Ad¬ 
drefs. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, th.at fuch were the terms in which 
^ddreffes had been ufuaily conceived, and he did not fee tlv.it they 
by any means neceffarily implied the confcqucr.ce which had been 
inferred by the noble Lord. The extent of the particular provifion 
to be granted to His Majefty, became a matter of fubfcqucnt'con- 
iideration. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that he could rot help con¬ 
ceiving the Addrcfs, as it now flood, to be a pledge of the lioufe 
to the full extent w hich he had dated. 

I&rd AUCKLAND faid, that the declaration expreffed in the 
Addrefs was not itfclf a legiflative ad, but only preparatory to a 
legtflative ad. 

The Duke of NORFOLK fain, that he could have wifhed to 
• know the particular fum intended to he granted to His Majefty, 
and whether it was the onlv fum that would be requefted foi the fer- 
vice of the prefent year. In the fpccch from the Tlv<.ne ar thebe- 
ginning of the fcflion, mention was made of a provihen whieh it 
would be neccflary to make in confequence of the mn.iiage of the 
Prince of Wales; was this to be included in the fum now to be 
granted ? 

Lord GRENVILLE replied, that it would ill become liim to 
anticipate any determination of Parliament. 

The Addrefs was then agreed to, and ordered to be prefented to 
His Majefty.—Adjourned. 

i * 

Monday , 30 th March . 

.The Order-of the Day, fummoning the attendance of their 
Lordftiips, fating read, 

The Earl of GUILFORD faid, that he rofe at the moil aw¬ 
ful and critical period, which had ever occurred in the hiftory of 
this codntry, in order to call upon their Lordfliips to appoint a day 
to take into confederation the' State of the Nation; an object the 
jjAoft ferious and import, whieh could poftibly engage their atten- 
It was to him matter of furprize, that fuch a talk Ihould 
devolved upon him. He Ihould have expetfted that thofe who 
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were fo fanguinc in their expectations as to the fyents of the war, 
and who had anticipated within fo (hort a period, the fubmiflion, if 
not the conqueft of France, would have been the firft to move for 
an enquiry into the caufcs of the failure and difappointments that 
had taken place. Since, however, none of thofc had come for¬ 
ward in order to afeertain what were the circumftanccs which had 
occafioncd fo dreadful a reverfe of their hopes, and had led die 
country into the fituation of diftrefs and danger in which it was now r 
placed, he felt it incumbent upon him to call upon the Houfe to 
inftitute the enquiry. He was one of thofe who, had never, fince 
the commencement of the war, been apt to flatter himfelf with 
expectations of its fucccfs. In the mifeondudt of Minifters he had 
all along feen the fource of many of the difaflers which had taken 
place. But gloomy as his profpedts always had been, they had 
been more than realised by the train of calamitous events which had 
recently been exhibited. They were of l'uch a nature as to exceed 
any thing that had ever occurred, even in the moll unfortunate sera 
of any former war. In laying his grounds for an enquiry he 
(hould chiefly call the attention of their Lordfliips to the prefent 
flate of our allies, the condudt of Government towards Neutral 
Powers, and the domcftic fituation of the country. In order that 
what he had to fay might fall under diftindt heads, he (hould ar¬ 
range it under three clafles, namely, whnt related to the political, 
the military, and the naval fyftcm, which had been purfued by 
Minifters in the condudfc of the war. On each of thefe heads, he 
hoped to be able to convince their Lordfliips, that there was ftrong 
and urgent ground of enquiry. And firft, as to the political fyf¬ 
tcm which had been adopted by Minifters. He (hould not now 
enter into the examination of the queftion, of the juftice or necef- 
fity of the war in its firft origin. But what muft be obvious to 
every one was, that after our exertions had ceafed for the defence 
of Holland, the objcdl of the jvar had been left entirely vague and 
indeterminate. Minifters ought to have adopted.one of two ob- 
je<fts: either they ought to have held out that the prefent was a 
war for the reftoration of the French Monarchy, in which cafe they 
would have united the views, and concentered the efforts of all the 
friends of Royalty; or they ought to have declared, that it was a 
war in order to £tirb the progrefs of French ambition, and confine 
them within thei$ own territories. In cither of thefe cafes there 
would have been an advantage derived to the country, with refpedfc 
to file profpcdl afforded of efFcdling a peace. Had the Objedi of 
the war - been profefled to be the reftoration of the Frertch Mo¬ 
narchy, its abfurdity would long fince hav? been perceived, and 
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*he people of this#ountry would have been tired of profecuting fo 
^ruitlefs a contcft. Had it been declared that it was merely to curt> 
French ambition, and confine them within their own limits, with¬ 
out any wifli on our part to interfere with their government, an op¬ 
portunity would have prefented itfclf for reftoring peace, when we 
were in pofleffion of fo many places on the French frontiers, and 
had acquired great part of their ifiands in the Weft Indies. But 
what had been the conduct of Miniftcrs? They had avowed no 
precife objedt; they had adhered to no fteady line of aclion. Here 
Lord Guilford referred to the different declarations which had been 
made by Miniftcrs, as contrafted with the condudt which had been 
adopted in the profecution of the war. At the very moment that 
Lord Hoot! was engaging to fupport the Toulonncfc, in reftoring 
Louis XVII. to the throne of his anceftors, Miniftcrs were barter¬ 
ing with the Coriicans to withdraw their allegiance from their law¬ 
ful Monarch, in order to transfer it to a foreign Sovereign. .So 
that at the very moment they were profefling to concur in the ob¬ 
ject of reftoring ]<ouis XVII. they were taking mcafurcs to dila¬ 
pidate his dominions, and feduee his fubjedts from their fealty. 
VVhat could be the effedts of this duplicity of conduct, but to in¬ 
spire all true loyalifts in France with difguft and abhorrence, and 
render them even as averfe to the fuccefs of thofe pretended friends 
of Monarchy, as to the ufurpation of their Republican rulers? 
Lord Guilford next proceeded to examine the conduct of Minif- 
ters towards the neutral powers, which he affirmed had been calcu¬ 
lated to ftain the chandler, and lower the dignity of the nation in 
the eyes of Europe. It had neither been marked by that tenfe of 
honour, or thofe maxims of jufticc, which ought to regulate the 
proceedings of a great people in their tranfadlions with other States. 
Miniftcrs feein to have proceeded upon that broad principle, which 
had been avowed by Sir Gilbert Elliot, that all mankind mull be¬ 
come parties in the prefent contort. The infolcncc of die bravado 
l)ad not, however, been juftiiied by the fucccfs of the means which 
were employed, in order to carry it into effect; the remonftrance 
o? Lord Robert Fitzgerald, to the States of Switzerland, had only 
the effect to produce a calm and dignified anfwer from that Re¬ 
public. Even the petty State of Genoa laughed at the high tone of 
thofe menaces, which afterwards proved to be impotent. Their 
conduct towards Denmark and Sweden had been marked by the 
fame infolcncc,, and followed by the fame effects. All thefc 
powers, and the Duke of Tufcany had lately added himfelf to the 
inumber, had fliewn, what Minifters affedled not to believe, that 
the French were fully capable'of maintaining the accuftomed rela- 
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tions of peace and amity with other nations. He next proceeded 
to remark upon the different treaties into which Minifters had en¬ 
tered with the allies ; treaties which had only proved to be ufelefs 
and expetifive. In all of them he found the condition, that this 
country was not to make peace till all our allies fhould be reftored 
to the poflcfiion of their territories; a condition which might ope¬ 
rate as a material obftacle to any negotiation, and, perhaps, fcarce- 
ly be got over without a feeming breach of faith. What, hc'afkcd, 
was the advantage wc had derived from thofe treaties? Would the 
Emperor have been lefs ftrenuoufly difpofed to fight in defence of 
his own dominions in the Auftrian Netherlands r Could the King 
of Pruflia poflibly have afforded us lefs afliftance, though we had 
not entered into the treaty of 1793, or the fubfequent fubfidiary 
treaty ? Could the Stadtholder have been more unfortunate even 
though wc had allowed the Dutch peaceably to fubmit to the free 
navigation of the Scheldt, and not forced them to take part with us 
in the war ? Spain and Sardinia were both previoufly engaged in 
the war, and it was not neccflary that wc fbould form new engage¬ 
ments in order to fccurc their co-operation. Might we not have 
referved to ourfelves to have afforded them that degree of afliftance 
which we might find expedient, without pledging ourfelves to terms 
which might be found inconvenient in their fubfequent operation ? 
One Ally wc had of a peculiar defeription, who might indeed be 
truly faid to have afforded us a negative affiftance; he meant the 
Emprefs of Ruflia, who, though lhc affected more zeal in the 
caufe of royalty than any of the confederate powers, had hitherto 
done nothing to co-operatc with their arms. She had taken 
another way to promote the interefls of regular governments. With* 
her liberty and rebellion were fynonimous terms; and (he might 
probably think that by crufhing the brave Kofciufko, the champion 
and fupport of freedom in his own country, (he had done more to 
benefit the common caufe than by reducing a province or fubduing 
an army of the French. Lord Guilford next took a view of the 
military conduct of the war. The uniform train of difafters which 
had taken place in the operations of the different campaigns appear¬ 
ed to him to furnifli of thcmfclvcs a fufficicnt ground of inquiry. 
If they did not afford dccifive evidence of mifeondudt on the part 
of Miniflcrs, they were at lea ft fully fufficient to juftify fufpicion. 
He adverted to what had taken place at the fiege of Dunkirk, a 
fubjc& which fo much called for inveftigation, and which had never 
yet been explained. He next referred to the proceedings at Toulon, 
which equally- called for difeufiion. He afked, why fo large a force 
had been retained ©n die infignificant fpot of Corfica, to the detri--■ 
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went of our other exertions ? From the want of a fufficient force 
in the Weft Indies, the acquifitions which we had made in the 
French I (lands, had again been wrefted from us, and he wi(hed' 
that even our own poffcftions might be fafe in that quarter. How 
could Minifters explain the circumftance of fo large a force having 
been fuffered to remain inactive at Southampton, where a gallant 
Commander, of whofe military talents he had the higheft opinion, 
had been employed only in drilling the new corps ? But a circum¬ 
ftance more remarkable than all was, that fcveral regiments deftined 
for the fervice of the Colonies, had been fuffered to remain for 
months in the tranfports, and to pine away with difeafe and fick- 
nefs. Whether this had taken place from the ncgledl of the Board 
of Admiralty, or the Board of Ordnance, or, as he rather fuf- 
pedted, in confequencc of fome difagreement in the Cabinet, he 
fhould not take upon him to determine. Whatever might be the 
caufe, the fadl was fuch as called for the mod ferious inveftigation. 
A ftill more melancholy objedt of confideration was thefituation of 
our brave countrymen on die Continent, who had been driven from 
the walls of Landrccy to the extremities of the Rhine, and had gra¬ 
dually been fuffered to perifh in ufelefs conflidls, till their numbers 
were now diminifhed from 30,000 to between 7 and 8,000. The 
only hope that remained in their prefent lituation was, that the 
miferable remnant might yet be able to return tq this country. He 
mentioned a letter which had been received from the army, in 
which the foldicrs were deferibed as without clothes, without pro- 
vifion, without pay. It had been ftated that the fick and wound¬ 
ed had fuffered greatly from the want of proper medicines and con¬ 
veyance, and even when brought to a place of fecurity, from a de¬ 
ficiency of common accommodations. Thcfc were fails which cal- 
ed for the moft rigorous inveftigation; and if in the rcfult they 
(hould be found to be true, no blame could be too great fqr the 
negledl or mifeondudl from which they had proceeded. 

Lord Guilford next took a view of the naval fervice of the 
.war ; the moft material objedt of confideration to this country. 
~The fame negledt and failure which appeared in the other branches 
of the fervice, Were not lefs difcernible in this. He particularly re¬ 
marked |he culpable deficiency of convoy, and the number of cap- 
tines, 'which exceeded the calculation of any former war. He 
knew that thefe captures had been aferibed to the inercafe of our 
commerce ; but this argument was refuted by the high rates of in- 
iStaFance. For though in confequencc of the increafed number of 
-pipping, more might be liable to be taken, the rifk did not become 
yigQeater to a Angle fhip. He mentioned the injury which commerce 
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had fufFcred from the dentcntion of veflels in confequence of the 
want of convoy for fuch a length of time, that the profit was en¬ 
tirely fwallowed up. The higher rates of infurancc were fuch as, 
in fome places, to operate as a total embargo upon trade. Not- 
withftanding the circumflance that we engaged in the war with a 
navy fo grcaily fuperior to that of France, the French fleet had 
been fullered to parade in our channel without opjicfiticn or annoy¬ 
ance. .And while io many of our vcffels had been captured, and 
our fcamen carried into French piifons; the two ir.oft important 
convoys of the enemy had been permitted fafely to reach their def- 
tined ports. In every inftance, in which Britifh Commanders and 
fcamcn had been engaged, they had (hewn, by their (kill, and 
their gallantry, that no blame whatever could attach to them, and 
that the fault rr.uft entirely reft with thofe who had the chief di- 
rcdlion and diftiibution of the Naval force. Such were fome of the 
leading fads to which he wifhed to call the attention of their Lord- 
lhips, and which he eonlidcrcd as conftituting proper grounds of 
inquiiy. Wherever we turned our view, there appeared nothing 
but actual difgraee and future calamity. What was the ftate o£ 
our refourccs and our profpedts ? We had already expended fevertty 
millions iti the contort. What depcndancccould we have upon our . 
Allies ? The treafury of the FJmperor was exhaufted, and we had 
no rcafon to think fehat of his Spunifh Majefty in a better condi¬ 
tion. One Ally wc had decidedly loft, and we had rcafon to fear 
that the refourccs of Holland might in future be employed againft 
us. Any affid-nee from Ruflia was very precarious ; and we had 
no hope of being able to carry on the war, except at the cxpence 
of the wealth, the commerce, and the mnnufkilures of this coun¬ 
try. The demand for Britifh commodities muft conliderably de- 
creafe in confequence of ihe ports of Holland being (hut.againft « 
us; thus, if we continued the war, we had only the profpeft of 
diminiftied refourccs and accumulating burdens. The ftate of po¬ 
pulation was another object of ferious attention; already in the 
courfe of the prefent corvteft 50,000 had been loft to the national 
force, and at what a moment would Miniftcrs be obliged toimpofe 
frefh burdens upon the people! At a period when they had libelled- 
their attachment to the conftitution, when they had reprefented' 
them as a&uated by a mifehievous fpirit, and had thought proper 
to fufpend their freedom, and to rcftridl their communication with 
aliens. What meafures had Minifters taken to allay the difeon- 
tent, if any fuch exifted, in the minds of the people ? On the con¬ 
trary, was not their condudl calculated to inflame it, and to call it 
into adtion ? He alluded to what had lately taken place in Ireland, 
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and to the palpable evidence which there had been given of the mif- 
conduft of Miniftcrs. In that quarter Miniftcrs had no Com¬ 
manders to divide with them the refponfibility; Nihil praefeftus 
nihil cohors nihil iurma drfumpfit. The blame mud entirely reft 
betwixt Kail Fitzwilliam and the Cabinet in this country. As a 
man, he might have his partiality; but, as a Lord of Parliament, 
it was of no confcqucnce to him where it (hould be found to at¬ 
tach. It was not the queftion, wherher Earl Fit’/william had 
a&ed raOily, precipitately, and if fo, foolifhly and wickedly,' by 
holding out to the Catholics terms which he was not authorized to 
grant; or whether he had been deluded by his new friends and 
abandoned by his old. With a view to enquiry, it was of no con- 
fequcnce whether he had lent hirnfelf as the instrument of their dc- 
lufion, or had been the dupe and die victim of their perfidy. The 
fed! was certain, that mifcondudl had taken place, which might in 
its confequences be extremely hurtful, and which called for public 
reprobation on its authors. lie did not apprehend that fort of 
danger of which others were appreheniive; he was not afraid of 
riot and infurre&ion in Ireland; he trufted to the good fenfe of 
the people to avert any fuch effects. But he was aware of the im¬ 
portance of that kingdom in every point of view to Great Britain. 
It had furnifhed not lefs than a third of the men for the fcrvicc of 
the- prefent war \ and he feared that the effect of fuch treatment 
might be to alienate the nffedtions of the Iriih from this country, and 
prevent them from affording it afliftance in future. Having touch¬ 
ed on thefe points, he fhould no longer detain the attention of the 
Houfc. He (hould only remark that motions for inquiry had often 
been made on occafions much lefs important than the prefent, and 
had never in any inftancc been refufed. The prefent was the moll 
critical and .momentous period which had ever occurred, and loudly 
called for an inveftigation of the prefent ftate, and the future re¬ 
sources of the country. Whatever might be the rcfult of that in- 
veftigadon, whether to advife or to punWh the fervants of the exe¬ 
cutive government, whether to perfift in the vigorous profecution of 
the war, on to adopt (tops with a view to negotiation, he (hould 
not pretend to anticipate ; but he trufted at lcaft, that their Lord- 
fiiips, both from a fenfe of duty and a regard for the interefts of the 
empire, would not decline the enquiry which he now propofed to 
them to inftitute. He concluded with moving, that the Houfc do 
, now refulvc itfclf into a Committee of Inquiry. 

The Earl of SUFFOLK (aid, that though unaccuftomcd to 
trouble their Lordihips, he had not been inattentive to the com- 
jhcnre.ncnr of die war, the mode in which it had been carried on. 
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and the confcquences which had rcfulted from it. With regard to 
the military operations of the war, he certainly agreed with the noble 
Earl that they had been attended with very ill fuccefs; but when he 
allowed this, he muftat the fame time give his decided opinion that 
better or braver exertions never had been made in any war, than 
His Majcfly’s forces had (hewn upon every occafion. He therefore 
thought that'the blame that could be laid inconfequenccof the uni- 
verfal failure in all that had been attempted, muftbc with thofc who 
condudted His Majefty’s Councils, and who had formed plans which 
had they been wife and proper, would have been executed with that 
fpirit, alacrity, and bravery which had fo particularly diftinguifhed 
the behaviour of the Britifh foldicrs and officers, wherever an op¬ 
portunity occurred of fignaluing thcmfelves. His opinion was that 
we ought to tiefifr from a continental war i or if we mull carry it on, 
that we ought to withdraw the Britiih troops, fubfidize the Emperor 
of Germany liberally, for which we mutt compel him to give not 
a nominal but an efficient fupport, and then lot us confine our ex¬ 
ertions to our naval flrcngth, and the internal fccurity of the coun¬ 
try. What had already happened, he thought was fufficicnt to* in¬ 
duce them to follow this advice. When noble Lords talked of the 
fucccffcs of France in different quarters, as conqudTs which her 
power and refourccs made inevitable, he could not agree with them ; 
he faw no fuch power in France, nor any reafon to dread it. Hol¬ 
land certainly could not be conltdered as a conqudl; force was not 
neccffary to attach her to France ; on the contrary, the great ma¬ 
jority of the people were previoufly difpofed to favour French prin¬ 
ciples, and adopt her form of Government; and where that was the 
cafe, it could not be called conqucft. He faid, ifitw'asnot irre¬ 
gular, he would read part of a fpecch delivered in another place by 
a great perfon, in whofe opinion he perfectly coincided, refpedting 
the continuance of the prefent w’ar. 

[Here the. noble Earl read from one of Mr. Fox’s fpecches, early 
in the feflion, his opinion about withdrawing the Britifh troops from 
the Continent; and if it was found nceelfary to perfifl: in Conti¬ 
nental war, that we might then fublidize Germany, but infill on 
having efficient aid from that power. ] 

His Lordfhip contended^ that every confideration, and every ac¬ 
tive operation on the part fhyir Lordfhips, were certainly due to* 
the very important concern'which ought, in' the'prefent, moment,' to 
occupy the minds of-*l£—--the defence and feeurtfy • of this country 
againfl powerful' attacSsjHaf the enemy, with whom we had^o con- 
tend. In confidcringVhis fiibjcft/ his Lordfhip faid,-three places 
appeared to him as tSteticukriy neceflary to be attended to, with to* 
Vol, XLir# ‘ Tt v.f : . 
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grtrd to their peculiar fafetv. Thefe were the metropolis, and the 
two dock yards. To do this with cffe&, would require three ar¬ 
mies. He would, betides thefe, advife that another army fliould 
be placed in fo central a fituation between thefe three, that on an 
alarm being given of an intended attack” upon any of the others, this 
army of referve might immediately fend off fuch reinforcements to 
either, or any of thofe which might want them, as would be fuffi- 
cient not only to check the enemy, but effectually to prevent them 
from making any ferious or important impreffton into the interior of 
the country, if ever either adverfe winds, or any unforefeen acci¬ 
dents attending our fleets (hould fo far favour them, as to permit 
them to make good a landing of their troops in the country. In 
order to do this with the greater facility, it was his Lordfhip’s ad¬ 
vice farther, that machines, upon a particular conftru&ion, for con¬ 
taining fifteen or twenty men each, fhould be immediately adopted, 
upon fuch a principle, that they might be drawn with a fpeed and 
convenience, by a few horfes to each, fo that in a few hours a very 
large body of troops might be fent from one quarter of the kingdom 
to another with perfect eafe to the men, who would, on being fet 
down at or near the place they might be wanted at, be inftantly 
fit to proceed on the nlofi active fervice, without being jaded and 
harraffed by the fatigues of a long and wcarifome march. And all 
this might be done, without putting horfes in a ftatc of requifition, 
as he believed, in the interior of the country, it would be found 
that they would lie very abundant for the purpofes he had mention¬ 
ed. The awful fituation of the country, his Lordfliip obferved, 
loudly called on the Houfc to give their moft pointed attention to 
feveral other matters of great moment, which no lefs regarded the 
fafety and welfare of the nation. The times particularly called upon 
their Lordfliips to exert their utmoft efforts in the economy fo nc- 
1 ceffary to the country, by fetting thcmfelvcs a noble example to the 
reft of the people. For his own part, the noble Lord folemnly 
prgttfftcd that he would, with the greateft plcafurc, facrificc one half 
of his fortune to preterve and fccure the other half. If he thought 
he fliould bis feconded and fufticicntly aided in the defign, he would 
very contentedly rcftridl himfelf to the one half of his annual in¬ 
come, and appropriate the other to the fcrVicc of his country, as a 
means of fecurity tor what he fliould ftill poffcfs. This was a duty 
which*he t!*ought their Lordfliips owed, fb themfelves. * It was a 
diityj which they, in a very effential manner, owed to-their pofte- 
rity. Their Lordfliips had received a considerable portion of li- 
$islrty from their forefathers, and were irt juftjee bound to deliver 
ojtf gn equal portion of freedom* ariQ^happmfa, if poflibly in their 
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power, to their immediate pofterity at lcaft. He was in hopes this 
example would alfo be attended to, and followed by thofc alfo who 
had even an higher (lake in the country than their Lordfliips, and 
whofc pofterity and relative connexions had equal claims from them. 

• He was the more cafily induced to form thefe cxpeXations, becaufe 
he thought that every one who turned his eye to a certain illuftti- 
ous, but unfortunate, Prince now in this country 7 , muft fee at one 
glance how very nccelfary it was to provide, in time, the moft ef¬ 
fectual barriers poflible agninft thofe hidden tranfitions and reveries 
of fortune to which the beft, the wifeft, and the moft exalted cha¬ 
racters arc daily and hourly liable. . His Lordftiip faid, he was for 
adopting thefe mcafurcs which he had propofed, becaufc he was 
convinced they would have a very great weight on the minds of our 
enemies. If they perceived that all ranks of people, from the higheft 
to the loweft, were bent on a rigid attention to economy, in order 
by their unanimity to raife a grand bulwark of defence againft the 
common foe, his Lordftiip thought it would do more to make them 
defift from any elefign they may have entertained of attacking the 
peace of this country upon our own (horcs, than any other that 
can be devifed. A great deal had continually been faid of the re- 
fources of this country ; he was happy to think and to fay that thefe 
w 7 ere really very great; but full thele refources ought not to be ftated 
too deeply. Here again the claims of poftciity came forward with 
great force and energy, and it behoved their Lordfliips to take care 
that they did not leave their pofterity beggars, as mueh as they 
would ftrivc to prevent them from being (Lives. The beft and moft 
efficient refources might be drained too for \ it was moft prudent to , 
lighten the load of expenditure in good time, that the milchicf might 
be (topped before it became too late. His Lordftiip laid he would 
not wifli to trefpafs longer on the time of the Iloufe; he had taken 
the liberty to throw out a few hints to their Lord (hips’ eonfideration, 
which he hoped might be more conducive to the fervice of the 
country, by the abilities and exertions of thofe who were more ade¬ 
quate to the talk, which was both arduous and highly important. 
His -Lohlfliip faid, he ftiould be for a Committee to take the fub- 
jeX into eonfideration, but he believed it would be fuch a Com¬ 
mittee as would not, by any means, call forth the fufpicion or jpa- 
loufy of His Majefty’s Minifters. His Lordftiip then mentioned 
his Royal Highnefs the Duke of York, Lord Amherft, Lord Moira, 
Marquis Townfliend, and as he did not mean it to be. merely ft 
Committee compofcd of Members of that Houfc, he named Sir 
William Howe, and two or three others ; faying, it was a Military 
Committee he wilhed to fee eftablifhed, confiding of nine or ten 
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Officers diftinguifhcd for the fupericrity of their talents in military 
affairs. He had mentioned the inn:ter, in hopes His Majeftv’s 
Minillers would take it up, and he fhould wait fume fhort time to 
fee if they did fo. If rhi v did nor, he laid he would certainly take 
up the bufinefs, and ruing ii reg'iLriy hei01 e the Houfe himfelf. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that rcouirnar.r as it was to his dif- 
pofition to trouble tlic Houfe with derails, involving p'inis which 
could not at this time of day be very new to their Lnrdftiips, he 
could not, with juft regard to his lituarinn in that Houfe, and as a 
Member of that Adminifti alien which had been fo often and fo 


pointedly alluded to by the noble Lord who made the motion, give 
a filent vote. He would, however, promife the Houfe not to de¬ 
tain them very long; for although the fpcech with which the noble 
Lord had prefaced his motion, contained much to do credit to the 
abilities of the Mover, it had very little in it, he was furc, to en¬ 
force the convcrfion of the Houfe. Not one point of importance 
could he obferve in it tint had not been rencatedlv difelifted, and as 
often decifively determined by a large majority of their Lordfhips, 
one only excepted ; and as that point was entirely new, he felt it 
to be his duty to take it up firft, and combat ti c inferences which 
the noble Lord had endeavoured to draw from it. The Houfe he 


was fure would run before him in concluding that the point lie al¬ 
luded to was theprefent flute of the .lifter kingdom, which the no¬ 
ble Mover had deferibed as being (and had called upon Minillers to 
acknowledge it) in a ftatc of irritation and danger. 1 Ic declared that 
he regretted, and he thought, that on conli .ieruion their Lordfhips 
ihuft all regret, that the fubje.ft was innoduced at ali in that Houle ; 
for he was confident, that if that irritation or that danger which 
the noble Lord exprefild, did really exift in Ireland, or was to be 
apprehended, every true friend of this country mull decide, that 
they fhould not bo met with public dilcuftion : for there was nothing 
more obvious to common fcnfe, nothing lei's deniable in fact, than 
tliat public difeuffion w-ould produce nothing but incrcdlcd irritation, 
additional dangers, and inconveniences, incalculable. 'The Houfe, 
therefore, wouhfacquit him of neglecting his duty, or abandoning 
the queftion, though he declined the difeuffion of it at prefent. On 
. the various points urged by the noble Lord on that topic, he would 
therefofe now be filent, and content himfelf with afferting, and 
^pledging himfelf, when requifite, to prove, that whatever irritation', 
danger or convulfion, might happen, if any fuch fhould occur, no 
ipart whatfoever of.it could be attributed to His Majefty’s. Minillers 
%ftthls fide of the water. Their Lordfhips would fee that it was 
yijl matter of great delicacy to bring into difeuffion in that Houfe the 
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bufincfs of another country, and it was with proportionate rclu&ance 
he laid even what he ha J. He would therefore reply to the other 
general points on which the nublc Lord had founded his demand for 
an inquiry. The grounds on which the noble Mover chiefly built 
his arguments were merely hypothetical p: Gumptions of the ill fuc- 
cefs of the allies i:i the war, and of the di/i'culty of our fltuation ; 
both faid to he anting from either inifcondudl in the adminiftration 
of affairs, or fume radical defeel in the fyllem of our Government, 
lie hoped their Lordfhips would not refufe him their belief, when 
he declared that lie would lie among the laft men in the world todi- 
miuifh or extenuate to their view the real (late of the country; more 
particularly if, as the noble Lord who made the motion nflerted, 
that State was marked with the menacing features of danger and 1 
ruin. On the contrary, if their Lordfhips feemed to be infenflble 
to fuch a lituation, if it cxillcd, he would be one of the firft to 
mufc them to a fe-nfc of it, to hold up die picture in its true point 
of view, and urge them to look it full in the face. Such as the 
ftate of the country was, he wiflied it to be fully confidcrcd, and 
amply difeullcd ; but in that confederation and difcufllon he relied 
on their Lordfhips’ wifdom to avoid extremes, and to fee it in a juft 
difpaflioiute point of view, and not fuller aggravated ftatements, 
groundlcfs prefumprions, and unfounded hypothefes, to warp their 
judgements, or reprefent the fubjed in a liglit not warranted by real 
fads. 

As to the refillt of the war,- he infilled that there was not even 
prime fuic prifirv.; lim of its being unfuccefsful or ruinous on the 
part of Great —he relied upon it, on the contrary, that 

it was luccelslul and profperous: and that flated as relating to 
England only ag .ind France, all the ill fuccefs was on the part of 
the enemv.— A cry of hear! hear!] “ Noble Lords.” conti¬ 
nued Lord Grenville, “ who chufe to refufe their affent to this 
“ polition, m.iv do fo at a proper time, and deny or argue it 
** away; bur tiny will do it with more advantage to themfelvcs, 

“ and more jullicc to me, to hear my argument before they at- 
“ tempt to contiovert it.” He then repeated his affertion, that 
the war,- as between England and the Enemy, was certainly fuc- 
cefsful, and called upon the Houfe, in-deciding upon that point, to 
look to thofc parts of it which immediately applied to England in- 
dividually—to look to the naval war—to look to the war as. 
carried on in the Colonies. Were any of our ports, he demand¬ 
ed, blocked up? or was our commerce deftroyed? Could that be 
faid to be the cafe with France ? were none of her ports blocked ' 
by our fleets ? was her commerce not deftroyed ? In the Medi- 
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.terranean, was it our fleet or that of the enemy, that rode trium¬ 
phant? was not our naval fuperiority in that quarter undifputed, 
and were not the confcqucnccs adequate to that fuperiority r did 
not Toulon yield to the impofing force of our arms ? and though 
WC could not retain it, did not the taking of it give an irrecoverable 
crufh to the navy of France, and enable us to deftroy the chief 
arfenal of the enemy ? was not the Britifli fleet even now riding 
at the mouth of Toulon infulting that port, and intercepting its 
*c6mmerce, and did'the French dare to come out or hazard an en¬ 
gagement to favc that commerce ? The anfwers to thofe queftions 
tycre obvious, and were conduitvc in point to his alfcrtion. In 
the Channel, continued Lord Grenville, the fuperiority of our 
fleet to that of the enemy is acknowledged—of that their Lord- 
fhips had proofs, fortunately of fo cogent and irrcfiflible a kind, 
as were not to be encountered by cither aflertion or argument—they 
had the internal evidences of their own rccolledian—for furcly the 
memory of the glorious ad ion of the fir ft of J unc was not yet fo 
far obliterated, nor had the iinprcflions it had made on every pa¬ 
triotic bofom in that Houfe, fo faded away, as to leave tin ir Lord- 
Ihips fufccptible of a contrary impreflion, even from the rcfpedable 
authority of the noble mover’s aflertions. lie was aware that 
every puifne advantage had been taken of the oecalional returns of 
Lord Howe into port, as well by noble Lords in argument, as by 
the enemy in fallies from their ports—but he would put it to the 
candour of the Houfe, whether any pofliblc fuperiority that one 
great naval power might be fuppofed to have over another great na¬ 
val pqwer (for France had always a very conlidcrable navy), could 
enable that fuperior power to keep the fea continually, without any 
interval for repair, any opportunity for recruiting or getting refrefh- 
ment. It was only on the return of our fleet to port that the 
French fleet would venture to fea, one oceafion only excepted— 
when having a convoy returning to France, on which the very 
phyfidal exiftencc of the people and their army depended, they found 
It expedient to hazard an engagement rather than k#fc the convoy— 
and the refiilt then was fuch- as might be expected—the convoy was 
faved ; but the fleet, and in it the whole navy of France, paid the 
price pf the convoy j encircled the brows of the Britifli navy with 
. frefo laurels, and bore teftimony, never to be controverted, to the 
truth of his pufitiop, that the war on our part individually had been 
fuccefsful. He need hardly add, as it was too well- known to be 
denied or doubted, that our fuperiority in the Eaft and Weft In¬ 
cite was no lefs decided. 

*Having difeuffed the point of our naval fuperiority, Lord Grcn- 
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ville proceeded to the next topic—our commerce, on the fufFcrings 
of which the noble Lord, he obferved, had laid great ftrefs.. He 
confefled that our lodes in that way were confiderable; faid he re¬ 
gretted it as much as any one, though it mud be matter of deep 
regret to all—but dill he contended, great allowance diould be 
made for the fituation in which we dood with France, who, in point 
of faft, had no commerce to lofe. Her views in the war were in 
that refpeft different from ours. The little commerce (he pofleffed* 
was abandoned by her, while wc were obliged to fend huge fqua- 
drons and fleets to proteft our convoys and cover our trade, feattered 
as it was over the whole face of the globe. It was no wonder that 
our commerce fhould differ from a whole Navy which had nothing 
to defend, and of courfe nothing to didraft its attention from depre¬ 
dation and pillage; but was it not an undeniable faft, that when 
compelled to run for fhcltcr into one of their ports not fitted for their 
reception, they were blocked up there, and chofe rather to run the 
hazard of bad harbours and other mifehiefs, than lifk the encoun¬ 
tering of a fquadron of fhips ? In the Ead Indies, his Lordfhip 
dated, wc had made ourfelvcs loaders of all their poffcflions without 
exception ; and in the Weft Indies there was but one ifland the 
French could call theirs: but he had not yet heard it afferted by 
the boldcft vaunters of French fucceifcs that wchad loft an ifland— 
that we had a port blocked up; or that our fleets were in any in- 
ftancc conftraincd to fkulk from the enemy. 

On the Continent, he admitted, the French had been greatly 
fucccfsful; but that very circumftance was an argument that cut in 
favour of the doftrinc held by adminiftration, of the neceffity of our 
interference, without which, and our aid, it ■ amounted to a cer¬ 
tainty, that that inundation of armed furies would have over-run’ 
all Europe, and turned the fcale ftill more againft the interefts of 
Great Britain, as well as of all the civilized world. What the 
event in that cafe would have been, it was impoffible to tell dif- 
tinftly—it muft have been undoubted ruin ; but to what extent 
who could afeertain ? Their Lordihips would obferve, that the fyf- 
tem of warfare on which wc afted, was that of diftrafting, as much 
as pofliblc, the attention of the enemy, and thereby inducing her to 
divide her forces. This fyftem was founded on common fenfe, and 
experience came in aid of common fenfe, to direft that diverfion as 
the beft mode of operation that could in their cirumftai\ccs be pur- 
fued by the Britifh forces.—The next point to which his Lordfhip 
adverted, was the allegation of the noble Peer who made the motion, 
that Miniftcrs fhould have taken the alternative of two diftinft ob- 
jefts, and made one or other the jut of the war. To encounter 
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this, he would only remind the Houfe, how repeatedly it had been 
decided on full difeuftion and ample deliberation, that this was a 
war of aggveflion againft us. Unlc fs their Lordlhips then would 
depart from their own former manifold decifions, this was conclu- 
five. What became of the noble mover’s arguments on that point ? 
—In determining with refpeft to a war fo commenced we had no 
option in the choice of the object. Nothing could be our objedt 
but a fccure, honourable, and permanent peace ; and if the Houfe 
encouraged mctaphyfical arguments on hypothetical portions refpecl:- 
ing it, the attainment of that object would only be procraftinatcd, 
and rendered more difficult.—As to the charge againft Miniftcrs of 
mifeondudt to neutral nations, it was a fu’ject delicate and difficult 
to difeufs. He could, with all the boldnefs appropriate to truth, 
affert, that the conduct of Miniftcrs to thole nations was uniform 
and contiftent—in a war whieli from its nature and origin intimate¬ 
ly affedted all Governments, it was natural to endeavour to pre¬ 
vail on all nations to embark with them—it was their dutv, when 
nations profeifed neutrality, to fee that that neutrality was real, 
and not partial nor delufive, and to compel them to adt upon the 
true fpirit and principles of neutrality as laid down by the laws of 
nations. If, however, the noble Lord had taken the pains to in¬ 
form himfelf fully on the fubjedt, lie would have found that there 
never happened a naval war without dileuftions of an embarrafiing 
nature, with all the maritime nations, on the fubjcct of neutrality. 
As to the eonceffions afterted by the noble Lord to have been made 
to America, he could hardly, with propriety, fpcak of a treaty, 
which, though (igned, was not yet ratified. When that was done, 
he undertook for himfelf and colleagues, to (hew that it was fraught 
with mutual honour and advantage to both countries, afift he de¬ 
clared, that he (hould always coniidcr the conduct of die gentlemen, 
who carried on the negotiation on the part of America, as highly . 
honourable to them, marked as it was by temper, moderation, and 
good fenfc. 

Lord Grenville then entered into a vindication of the meafures 
of adminiftration touching our alliances ; arjd particularly alluded 
to a fneer of the noble Lord’s, at an expreffion of an honourable 
friend of his in another Houfe. The noble Ixird had faid, the 
. Emprefs of Ruffia, one of our allies, carried on a negative war for 
us. Without making any remark on the farcafm intended, he 
would obferve to the Houfe, that the Emprefs of Ruffia ferved the 
confederacy very effe&ually: (lie had (hut her ports againft the 
French, arid thereby done them moft material injury. If this al¬ 
liance had been .omitted on our part, and the French by that omif- 
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fion had been permitted to avail themfelves of the vail refources 
for their navy and army to be drawn from the Ruffian empire, the 
noble Lord who made the motion would probably.be the very per fun 
who would declaim againft the neglect of Minifters, and move for an 
enquiry into their conduft. His Lordlhip intimated that we might 
perhaps foon derive a more fubftantial aid from the adlivc co-opera¬ 
tion of the Emprefs in the war. 

As to our finances, Lord Grenville declared, that when the 
noble mover entertained the Houfe with a defeription of the ex- 
haufted Hate of thofe of Great Britain, he could hardly help be¬ 
lieving that the noble Lord was talking of thofe of France.—He 
then drew a very favourable picture of the refources of Great Bri¬ 
tain, and compared 'them with thofe of France, which he def- 
cribcd as at the lafl llagc of ruin : affignrfts being now at 80 per 
cent difeount; fo that for every 20I. they expended, they actually 
■ paid iool. and thus the depredation of affignats creating a greater 
neceflarv expenditure, and the increafe of expenditure producing a 
greater depreciation in the value of affignats, acting, and re-adling 
as mutual caufc and effed upon each other, they were bringing their 
refources with daily accelerated rapidity to diflblution ; while the 
commerce of Great Britain, greater than it ever was at an period 
of peace (two years only excepted) gave new vigour to our refources, 
and was an inexhauftible fund for the fupport of any war ncceffary 
for the honour and fccurity of Great Britain. His Lordlhip con¬ 
cluded with declaring, that he would vote againft the motion. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that for fome years 
pad the eneigy of Parliament appeared to have been greatly on the 
decline. Until the year 1721, there was no inftance of Minifters 
refufing copies of the inftrudions given to Commanders, or an ac¬ 
count of the difpofition of forces, if called for by cither Houfe of 
Parliament. Would their Lordlhips now (hew that they confider- 
* cd themfelves as fent thither to pafs turnpike bills, or to vote away 
the public money, as Minifters diredled, without ever prefuming 
to inquire into the application of that money ? Such was now the 
decay of the energy of Parliament, that he feared it could never be 
•recovered, but by fome great and important renovation in the com- 
pofition of it, a renovation which he fincerely wilhed they might 
not have forced upon them in times of trouble and cqmbuftion. 
The noble Lord who made the motion, opened it fo largely, and 
in fuch a way, as fo give every one of their Lordlhips an opportu¬ 
nity of voting for the Committee, although they might differ frt>m 
the mover, as to the particular grounds of their vote. The noble 
Secretary of State had allowed, that many of the point3 were fit 
Vol. XLII. U u 
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fubjeds of difcuflion, more efpecially the probability of fuocefs in 
continuing the war. Laft year, according to tire noble Secretary’s 
then arguments, the war was all a continental war. The noble 
iecrctary now told their Lordlhips, that it was particularly, and al- 
moft entirely, an Lnglilh war. This was a diftindion with retyed 
to which it was important for tlicir Lordfliips to inform themfelves, 
which they could not do if they rejected enquiry. Our allies ap¬ 
peared to be allies only for the purpofe of taking our money. The 
King of Pruflia aded only with a view to his own interefts, as it 
was very natural to fuppofc he would ad. The army of Auftria, 
even by Auftrian accounts, was exhaufted, familhed, ii^ want of 
every thing, and incapable of ading, but in as far as we Ihould 
pay. The noble Secretary at length faw hopes of more fubftan • 
tial aid from Rufiia than prayers and inanifeftoes. Whence thofc 
hopes originated he could not tell; but it vims not wonderful that 
Ruilia Ihould begin to think of forming more intimate conncdion* 
when (he faw hcrfelf threatened with an alliance of all Europe againft 
her to oppofe the exorbitant growth of her power. The liberty of 
Europe depended upon the independence of Germany. It had al¬ 
ways been the ancient policy of France, to maintain that indepen¬ 
dence by fupporring the weaker States againft the ftrong. What 
was now the fituation of Germany, furrounded as it was, and 
hemmed in on all fides, by the great powers of France, Auftria, 
Ruilia, and Pruflia ? France was ftill difpofed to aflift in defend¬ 
ing"* the independence of Germany ; and It was an argument fitter 
for porters than men fitting in a Cabinet, to maintain that this 
difpofition in France was to be checked and countcraded, on ac¬ 
count of the objedions we might have to her internal government. 
Was it w'ife, was it the condud of ftatefmcn to endeavour to make 
France enter into thefpirit of partition, and purcliafe the tacit aflent 
of other powers to making conquefts, by conniving at theirs ? Pruf- 
fia being a ftatc whofe power depended on artificial means, it was 
to be expeded, and perhaps to be jufiified, that he upon all occa- 
fions lhauld think only of his own particular interefts; that he 
ihould avail himfclf of our money in purfuing thofc interefts, if 
we would infill upon cramming it down his throat. Auftria had . 
the opportunity of negotiating with France with us in her pocket. 
She could fay to France, “ England is fo bent upon the profecu- 
tion V the war, that from England I can when I pleafe have my 
own terms. What have you to offer as an equivalent for my re¬ 
nouncing the connedion with England ?” Thus, for our allies, we 
were to take the leavings of every other power, or to be left to 
|pntend againft the cololfal power, of France alone.—Much ftrefs 
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had been laid upon our fucccfs in the naval part of the war, the 
protection afforded to, and the incrcafc of, our trade. The fair cri¬ 
terion of this fucccfs and this protection was, as the noble Lord who 
madq the motion had Hated, the rate of infurancc. 1 1 was a faCfc 
not attempted to be controverted, that fo much had the credit of 
private underwriters been afFeCted by Ioffes, that merchants prefer¬ 
red giving ten per cent, to infurancc companies, to giving feven to 
individual underwriters. It was a faCt that twenty-five guineas 
premium had been refufed for a voyage to Jamaica. For near eight 
months our trade to Eilboa, a trade doubly valuable, becaufe it 
took off our cloth, and returned us wool, had been totally at a 
Hand. Were thefe fubftantial proofs of the fuccrffes of our navy ? 
Look at the North feas ; on Saturday laft the merchants had been 
more than feventy days without returns of correfpondence, which, 
under other circumfianccs, might have been received in eight; 
'ftdk which there was every reafon to infer that the packet had been 
captured. In the Weft Indies, Martinique, Guadaloupe, St. Lu¬ 
cia, had been taken by the ability and zeal of two gallant officers, 
over whofe merit it was now thought proper to draw a veil, as if 
they had performed no fcrviccs at all, becaufe what they had had 
the zeal and abilities to take, Minifters had not the (kill to defend. 
Of thefe Martinico only remained. In Sr. Domingo we could not 
pretend to fay that we had made any permanent conqueft ; the rem¬ 
nant of the few troops we had fent thither were moft probably before 
this time withdrawn. For the whole of the Weft Indies 20,000 
men would be required, and at prefent we had not 6,000. We 
were now talking about fending out infantry and cavalry; when 
they might be fent he did not know ; at the earlieft they muft fail 
in April, and arrive at the places of their deftination at a feafon 
when they muft fall facrifices to the climate, as thefe who had gone 
before them had fallen. If their Lord (hips (hould think to go into 
the inquiry, they would find that fuch only of our manufactures had 
flourifhed as were called for by the war, and paid for with our own 
money, while all that ufed to be taken off by* foreign trade were 
either totally at a ftand or lamentably declined. As our ftill re¬ 
maining manufactures were fupported only by the war, fo was 
much of our ftill remaining commerce. This country, in confc- 
qucnce of the peculiar circumftances of the war, had become in a 
great degree the depot of commercial property, which, on the refto- 
ration of peace, would quickly flow back to its former channels. 
The taxes of the year were proofs of the difficulties to which we 
were reduced. The taxes on wine, on tea, on fpirits, could only 
be productive until the revival of fmuggling, which experience had 
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/hewn increafc of taxes on thofe articles beyond a certain amount 
muft always produce. But it feemed Minifters had new projedls 
fpr carrying on the war. They were to invade France, not to 
co-operate with the Royalifts in La Vendee, fer they were no more; 
but to aid the Chouans in Brittany. He muft cry (hame upontuch 
a projeft, whoever entertained it. Who did not know that Brit¬ 
tany was the Wales of France r Much better would it be to ne¬ 
gotiate with France for the reftoration of the emigrants ; or if that 
could riot be, to give them half a million or a million of money, as 
we had given to the American loyalifts; not as rivals to France, 
but as men to men. The conduft of Minifters with refpedt to Ire¬ 
land, was fuch as to invite an attack upon it; and then they told 
their Xordfliips that the affairs of Ireland weiO too delicate to be en¬ 
quired into. If he faw reafon to apprehend a civil war; if he faw 
troops tranfporting from place to place, and regiments changed for 
other regiments that were thought more to be depended upon to en • 
force the mcafurcs of government; was he not to enquire w hat were 
thofe meafurcs, and what the condudt or mifeondud which had 
produced a ftate of things fo alarming ? If there were any people 
more to be led and lefs to be driven than another, it was the people 
of Ireland. He was old enough to have oppofed the firft meafurcs 
which led to the fatal nccdlity of force in America. Neither for 
England nor for Ireland was the fyftem of force better calculated 
than for America. That great minifter, Sir Robert Walpole— 
a great minifter lie was, and although educated with many preju¬ 
dices againft him, ever fince he had examined his chara&cr more 
particularly, he believed an honeft minifter—preferibed open, pa¬ 
cific, conciliating mcafurcs for Ireland, but never foldicrs. He 
fhould not have flept if he had omitted calling their Lordftnps’ at¬ 
tention particularly to this moft important fubje<ft. Of all the mif- 
fortuncs of this luccefsful war, as they were pleafed to call it, the 
greatpft perhaps was, that minifters always misjudged the character 
of the people with whom they had to deal. They had misjudged 
the chayadler of the people of America, and imagined that they 
were to be bullied into fubmiflion by injury and infult. The peo¬ 
ple of America*-were wife enough to fee our folly, and moderate 
enough not to be fo ready to take offence as we were to offer it, 
T-hey knew that moderation and firmnefs muft obtain the advan¬ 
tage over incqnftdcrate felly, and they were not deceived. lie 
^ hoped the people of Ireland would imitate the example of the .peo¬ 
ple of America,* and not fuffer themfclves to be irritated; convinced 
that the peevifhnefs, paflion, or prejudice of Miniftry, muft yield 
jn die end to the temperate $nd united wifties of a nation. The 
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Catholics of Ireland had (hewn great wiftlom on many former oc- 
cafions; and having, in part, reaped the fruits of it, they would 
pot, he trufted, fuller it to forfake them on the prefent trying, oc- 
cafion. Minillers had misjudged the charadlcr of the people of 
Frahee, and every plan founded on their conception of that charac¬ 
ter had failed ;—they had misjudged the charadlcr of the people of 
Holland ; forced them into a war againft their inclination*—-and 
Holland was loft. He much feared they were now likely to mif- 
judge the charadlcr of the people of this country. 

The fpcecli of lloiify d’Anglas, as far as it could be confidercd 
as indicating the difpufition of France, invited to negociation. 
fl Some cruel and crafty politicians,” it faid, “ would perfuadc 
tho nations of Eui^pft, that we alone arc inftnlible to the cries of 
fnffering humanity; that wc alone thirft for their blood ; that no 
peace with us can be fafe or honourable ; that the continuation of 
i^hc war is advantageous to them; and, finally, this abfurd con- 
tradidlion, that on the one hand, our pride and our ambition'are 
too formidable for us to be treated with, and, on the other, tint 
our efforts have too much exhaufted us, not to afford them hopes 
of certain fuccefs, by continuing the conteft.—We ought to um- 
vinee all virtuous men, that we deleft war, without fearing ic; that 
we are always ready to put a ftop to its harrors, when a peace lhall 
be offered to us, confident with our dignity, and capable of guaran¬ 
teeing our fafety. We ought, at the fame time, to advertife to the 
people of all nations, that ready to negotiate yvith franknefs, wc 
will not fuffer our arms to be paralyzed, or our triumphs to be 
fufpended, by negotiations falfc or futile.” He would nut trouble 
their Lordftiips with reading more of this fpecch, which had been 
adopted by the Convention as their manifefto. It was incumbent 
on Minifters to anfwer this manifefto. Another circumftance 
worthy of notice was, that the Abbe Sycycs having fpoken in the 
Convention againft the war, was immediately eletfled into the 
Committee of Public Safety. Syeyes, although not a diplomatic 
man, was a man of great charadlcr for abilities, and his councils 
w’ere fuppofed to have a great influence on the various events of the 
revolution ; and this report, if true, was no inconfidcrable matter 
previous to the opening of a campaign, the iffue of which could not 
be good, and the evil of which no man could calculate. It re¬ 
mained to be feen when fo many grounds for enquiry unfortunately 
cxifted, whether Minifters would make a new precedent, and re- 
fufe granting inquiry, for no reafon, but becaufe inquiry was ne- 
jCcffary. 
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Lord GRENVILLE faid, in explanation, that he had not fc- 
parated the intereft of this country in the war from the intereft of 
the powers on the Continent. 

* The Duke of RICHMOND faid, that having formerly brought 
forward a motion of inquiry, he felt himfclf called upon to Hate 
his reafons for oppoftng a fimilar motion now. The war refpeding 
which he moved to inquire was founded on principles radically wrong. 
The prefent war was founded on principles perfectly right, on the 
protection of property, on the exiftence of civil foeietv ; it was in 
fadt a defendvc war. Into the condudt of the war an inquiry might 
take place a*, ill.; proper time. When that time came it would be 
found that the condudt of a noble Lord, lately at the head of the 

1 

Admiralty, far from deferviug W.une impUvctato him, had bden 
meritorious. He could not, however, agree that the war had been 
fortunate; or that it was now fortunate with rcfpcCt to our naval 
exertions and the colonies. It had ever been bis opinion, that the-* 
lefs we had to do with Continental connections the better. Expe¬ 
rience, however, had proved, that the exiftence of Holland as a 
friend was effential to the interefts of this country. At the end of 
laft war, an able Minifter fent to the Hague had brought back Hoi 
land to the right line of politics. While Holland was our friend 
we could turn all our attention to the Weft ward. When Holland 
was our enemy it was extremely difficult to provide Efficiently for 
defence to the Eaftward, and collet fuffieient force at the fame time 
for the neceflary operations to the Wcftward. This difficulty a late 
noble relation of his (Lord Keppel) had felt, and deferved great 
praife for overcoming when a fleet was to be fent to the relief of 
Gibraltar. Carrying our interference in the affairs of the Conti¬ 
nent farther than was neceflary for the fecurity of Holland, and 
taking up the affairs of ail Germany, he did not approve. He 
had oppofed the motions for peace made at different times in that 
Houfc; but he would not have oppofed a diftinCt motion againft 
the connections wc had entered into for carrying on the war. Auftria 
had adtually abandoned us in the middle of the campaign ; and the 
Aoftrian army would not delay its retreat a Angle day to cnahle us 
to fave our ftorcs*» If the war had been a naval war, we fhould 
have flood upon high ground, and poffeffed great influence with 
i*vcry power in Europe. It might be faid, that.our interference on 
■ the Continent had not impeded our naval exertions ; but this could 
not be ftridly true. Our attention had been diffracted, and the 
Immenfe tranfport fcrvicc alone had employed a great number of our 
fearoen which might otherwife have manned lhips of war. The 
object wa$ now the defence of Groat Britain, which was to be fe-* 
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cured by' augmenting our navy, not by giving immenfe loans to Au- 
ftria. The inclination of the French to make peace mull appear in 
a lefs queftionablc ftiape than that of fpecches, before any reliance 
could be placed upon it. Much of the language held in that Houfe, 
ferved only to encourage them to ptrfeverc in the war. Had they 
yet made any overtures of peace, or was it fafe to make peace with 
them while they were in poflefiion of the Netherlands and of Hol¬ 
land ? As the inquiry could ferve only to embarrafs the Executive 
Government, at a time when the nioft free and unembarraffed ex¬ 
ertion was ncceffary, he could not agree to it. 

The Duke of BEDFORD faid, .that if their Lordfhips Ihould ’ 
negfrrfvc the motion, they would be viewed by all Europe in a light 
in which the moft fij^&us reviler of the Conliitution would not dare 
to reprefent them. If there had not been error in the principles 
* upon which the war was gone into, there mufc have been want of 
•ifility in the inode of conducing it. It was the duty of that Houfe 
to aifeover the fourec of fo many mifeamages, to teach Minifters 
to a 61 better if they had been in error, or if they were wilfully per- 
verfc and incapable, to add refs His Majefty for their removal. He 
remarked on the conduct of our allies, and the conduct of Minifiers 
towards neutral powers. They claimed great merit for the manner 
in which they luul ncgociatcd with America, although all they feemed 
entitled to was, that having found the attempt to bully America to 
be fruitless, they had not been quite fo abfurd as to perfeverc in it. 
If we had been as fucccfsful in the Mediterranean, if we had de- 
ltroycd the naval force of the enemy to fuch a degree as they repre- 
fented, whence arofc the unprecedented high price of infurance ? If 
we had taken the French colonics in the Well Indies, why were we 
not able to keep them ? On all thefe points, or on the neglcdl of the 
troops with refpedt to medical afliftancc, .dl furcly very fit objects 
for their Lordthips’ enquiry, the noble Socreta; , of State anfwered 
nothing. He attempted only to prove, that if things -ith us were 
bad, things with the French were worfe. It had been admitted, 
however, that France was beginning to corrciSt her errors. Would 
to God England would do fo too. When the noble Secretary faid 
that his noble friend who had made the motion had adduced but one 
new argument, that every other topic of his fpccch had been difeuf- 
fed over and over again, he expedted that the noble Secretary would 
have pafled by the matter fo repeatedly difeuffed, and anfwered very . 
fully that which was new.—How much was he difappointed to hear 
the noble Secretary pafs by that which he admitted to be new, with¬ 
out any anfwer whatever, and dwell at great length on what he dated 
to be old! Even the Mends of Minifters ought to vote for the In* 
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quiry, as the foreft and moft dignified means of wiping away the 
ftains upon their chara&er, the imputations upon their condu&, if 
they were unfounded, and giving confidence to the public in their 
future operations. If there were difeontents at home; if there were 
fuch feeds of difaffe&ion as had been made the pretext for fufperiding 
one of the moft effential guards of the liberty of the fubjcCt, an ho- 
neft inquiry into the caufe of our difafters was the moft effectual 
means of crufhingthcm. Let their Lordfliips prove that they were 
alive to the interefts and the feelings of the people, and they would 
exert a much ftrongcr engine for fecuring internal peace than axes or 
fcaffolds. He was going to turn to the reverfe of the picture, but 
till the fatal hour arrived he wiflied to draw a veil over it; he wifhctf 
not even to fuppofe that their Lordthips tlftoh»h partiality t& any 
fet of Minifters, would fhrink from their duty. It Was impoffible 
for them in juftice, in equity, or in prudence, to rcjcCt the motion? 
of his noble friend. y 

Lord HAY (Earl of Kinnoul) exprefled his confidence in the 
purity of the motives that induced the noble Lord to make the motion, 
although he could not approve of it. Nothing he had heard front 
any of the noble Lords who fpokc in favour of the motion had fatia- 
fied him that the advantages refulting from fuch an inquiry would 
counterbalance the evils that it would ncccffarily produce. 

The Duke of GRAFTON faid, that the fair conclufion from 
the different points of view in which their Lordfhips faw the fame 
things, was, that they ought to go into the inquiry, and inveftigate 
who was right, and who was wrong. Under fuch circumftances 
there was no inftancc of refufing an inquiry. It was the particular, 
nay the Special duty of that Houfc to be ever watchfully attentive, 
that in the Executive Government thete was neither delinquency 
nor"'want of ability. If, on the other hand, in times of difaftcr 
and calamity, they were to lit fupine, they, would betray their 
truft. It was not difficult, although painful, to prove that the 
ftatc^of the country was at prefent fuch as to call upon their Lord- 
fhips for the*moft rigorous exercifc of their inquifitorial duty. What 
would be the opinion of the Public if they fhould depart from the 
practice of their anceftors ? He fcrioufly exhorted the noble Secre¬ 
tary of State to confidcr well the confequenccs. If he was deter¬ 
mined. to oppofe all inquiry, let him move an adjournment, if it 
wire but for one day, that they might fcarch their journals for pre¬ 
cedents, and be able, if pofliblc, to (hew that they were not aCting, 
in exprefs contradiction to ancient ufage. 

Lord SYDNEY faid, that .thofe who fupported the motion, 
Ought, on their own principles, to have made, at an earlier period, ar 
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motion> the effedfc of which if carried, would be to fufpend the bu- 
finefs of the Executive Government juft before the opening of a . 
campaign, in which not only all Europe but all mankind was iri- 
terefted. He wiflied eameftly for peace, but he muft oppofe the 
motion, as tending to weaken us in continuing the war, and not to 
ftrcngthcn us in negotiation. Peace depended upon the French, 
anti might be reftored to Europe, whenever they thought fit to offer 
It upon fafe and rcafonablc terms. In the military hofpitals, at the 
commencement of the war, there had been fcandalous abufes, but 
care had been fincc taken to remove them. He felt no apprehen- 
fion in oppofing a motion, which he was perfuaded no man upoi} 
earth thought fit to be adopted. 

flThe Earl of ^fkNSFIELD faid there was only one new topic 
adduced as an argument in favour of the motion, a topic which he 
heard mentioned with regret; and although the noble Secretary of 
Nt(ate had been reproached for palling it by unanfwcred, he muft not 
. only commend his diferetion, but follow his example. The very 
ftatement of that topic was, that the people of Ireland would judge 
of it for themfclvcs; to what end then would their Lordfhips difeufs 
a topic, of which others were to judge r He admitted it to be the 
duty of the Houfe to watch the conduit of the Executive Govern¬ 
ment ; but in excrcifing that duty, their Lordfhips were to be 
guided, not by precedent, but by diferetion. The foie queftion for 
confideration was, would going into a Committee of Enquiry con¬ 
tribute to the great end, to which the Houfe was already pledged ? 
Their Lordfhips had declared a vigorous profecution of the war to 
be ncceffiry, and was it befitting their wifdom now to adopt a mea- 
fure which would not only impede the vigorous profecution of the 
war, but counteract negotiation, if negociation were pra&icable, 
which he was fore It was not. The noble Lord who made the mo¬ 
tion, in dating thy, two modes of conducting the war, one or other 
of which Miniftcrs ought to have adopted, forgot that the war was!' 
defeniive. The rule to be obferved', with refpedt to States calling 
themfelves neutral, was, that they were not to fofFer the one of the 
belligerent powers to do that which they would not fuffer the other 
to do. If a State profeffing neutrality were to allow one of the 
belligerent powers to march troops through its territory, the oppofite 
party would have a right to do the fame, otherWife the neutrality ’ 
would not be real but fi&itious. His Lordfhip went over the grounds 
alledged in defence of the principles upon which the war had beeir 
undertaken and condu&eft. He gave great credit to Lord Grenville's 
calculations on the French finances, and obferved that Swift, In one 1 
of his pamphlets, written againft a moft honourable war, haft faid 
Vol.XLII. Xx 
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that fevcn millions was a fum of which a Scotchman whohad not 
travelled could form no idea. He was a Scotchman, and had tra¬ 
velled, and yet he found fomc difficulty in forming an idea of a lot¬ 
tery of 160,000,000, or of a monthly deficit of 18,000,000. 
But, for the fake of argument, he would admit what he had never 
believed, and he apprehended never (hould believe; he would fup- 
pofc that the finances of France were flouriffiing, that the diftreffes 
of war were not felt by the people, and that the vivida vis of their 
Republican principles furmouhted every difficulty; all this would be 
only additional rcafon for incrcafed vigour and exertion on our part. 
He would prefer a direct motion for the removal of his Majcfty’s 
prefont Minifters to this indirect mode of aiming at the fame object. 
The removal from office of this or that fet of fzrn might be of little 
confequence to a country, but there was infinite ntlfehief in a change 
of fyftem, and miferablc would be the condition of thefe kingdoms 
if the conduit of affairs were committed to thofe who faw no hop^ 
of fafoty but in an immediate peace. * 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid he was not more furprifed' 
at the oppofmon given to the motion, than at the mode of oppofing 
it.. When no precedent for refuting fuch an inquiry could be found, 
when the times were fuch as to call for inquiry more imperioufly than 
at any former period, he did not believe that Minifters would have 
dared to meet it with a direlt negative. The moft he expelled 
them to do, was to get rid of it by a motion to adjourn. Their 
mode of arguing was no lefs extraordinary. They talked of their 
fuccelfes, when every man who recollcHcd the conquefts France had 
made, mud ‘ treat fuch vapouring with dcrifion. Would they not 
be happy to bring back the French within their former limits, at the 
price of all their boafted fucccffcs ? Did they even imagine that 
France would confcnt to rclinquifh her conquefts on condition of 
having every thing reftored to her fhe had loft? Sir Gilbert Elliot 
faid, that our allies were the human race; the Secretary of State 
faid .that our wealth was the wealth of the world; and thus, ac¬ 
cord ing~to them, with allies innumerable, and wealth incxhauftiblc, 
we were' fucccfsfully fighting for the exiftence of fociety! On the 
naval fucccfs of Lord Howe every man mud reflclt with gratitude 
and exultadon. .But how had that glorious viltory been improved? 
Whatriie (kill and valour of our navy had put into our hands, the 
unaccountable mifmanagementof Minifters.contrived to throw away. 
■Minifters knew that the French gave a Very different account of that 
viHojry from ours.—They faid that although the accidental circum- 
ftariecs of weather had enabled us to take poffcffiqn of fome of their 
cq^plc-l Slips, and bring them into port,, yet that bur fleet had re- 
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caved fuch damage in the a&ion, as to require much time before it 
could again be fit for fea. Was our fleet equipped with fuch dif- 
patch as to contradict this affcition of theirs ? Was it not unaccount¬ 
ably detained in port, while French fquadrons were preying upon 
our trade in every quarter? So deficient were Minifters in forefight, 
that in November, or December, an order was given for cutting 
down fixty-four gun (hips to frigates; and in February, another or¬ 
der for converting Indiamen into fixty-fours. They could not even 
imagine the pofiibility of Holland’s being foon in the poffeflion of 
the French, or recoiled! that in fuch an event, fixty-fours would be 
the fitted fhips to oppofe to the Dutch navy, on the Dutch coafi. 
The prefent and a late Firft Lord of the Admiralty might compare 
not<^ upon the futjjf&ft,* for there did not yet appear to be much dif¬ 
ference in their modes of conducing the navy. His Lordlhip went 
[over the conduct of Minifters towards neutral States, and our fitua- 
rasn with refpeCl to allies, in all of which he contended there was 
ample gfound for inquiry. He dwelt particularly on theftate into 
which Ireland had been thrown ; w hich, whether owing to the ralh- 
nefs of one Member of His Majcfty’s Cabinet, the duplicity of 
fomc of the Minifters, or the treachery of others, called equally for 
examination. Promifcs have been made to the people of Ireland, 
and mcafurcs brought into the Irifli Parliament, without any hint of 
difapprobation on the part of the Britifti Cabinet. Under the dclu- 
fion that thefe meafures were to be carried into effed!, the people of 
Ireland were fwindlcd out of their money, as completely as any 
man of whom money was obtained under falfc pretences, could be 
faid to be fwindled. Were Minifters aware of the difpofition of 
the people in Ireland ? Laft fummer the mail-coach w r as robbed in 
the South of Ireland ; every letter was put into the neighbouring 
poft-offices unopened; nothing but the newfpapcrs was kept, and 
the people affemblcd in crouds to hear thefe papers read to them. 
Their Lordfliips might judge of the eagernefs for information, when 
a capital felony was committed to obtain it. A difpofition, which, 
chcrilhed and conciliated, the people might be turned to the moll 
beneficial ends, but which nothing could be more dangerous than 
to thwart and irritate. He concluded by recommending in the moft 
earned terms, to difarm of their own arguments, by the conduct 
of that Houle, thofe who wifhed to fubftitute their own theories 
for the genuine principles of the Conftitution. 

Earl SPENCER faid, that the noble Lords on the other fide had 
feemed to exprefs an indifference, whether the circumftances, which 
they brought forward as a ground of attack againft Minifters, were 
true or falfo.r^-A packet boat might have been loft or might have 
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been captured^ he could only fay that the Admiralty had received 
Jfo intelligence of any fuch event having taken place, and no intel¬ 
ligence, he prefumed, had been received by the noble Marquis. As 
to the circumftance of letters not having been received from Ham¬ 
burgh for fuch a length of time, that couid not eafily be aferibed as 
matter of blame to the Admiralty. He objected to the inquiry that 
had been propofed, as leading to difeuftions that would be exceed¬ 
ingly detrimental to the public intcreft, but at the fame time, when¬ 
ever the particular bufinefs of Ireland Ihould be brought forward, 
he had no doubt that he fhould be able completely to vindicate the 
ihare which he had in that tranfacl ion. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE dated, that he was anxious 
that every information which he laid before 4fitaHoufe, fhouHt be 
ftridHy correct. No communication had been received from Ham¬ 
burgh for 7 7 days paft, (the ufual paiTage being only about 8 days, ' 
a circumftance which had occafioned extreme cnibairafiment in tly**- 
City, and been attended with con lick ruble detriment to the trading 
and manufadturing intcrefts. The noble Lord might treat this as a 
circumftance of little importance \ but when it w'as recollected that 
Hamburgh was the only place by which we could carry on our com¬ 
munication with the Continent, it might perhaps appear in a dif¬ 
ferent point of view. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that he always wifhed to 
ground any argument which he fubmitted to their Lordfhips, on the 
beft information w’hich he could pnffihly procure. It had however 
been the fyftem of Minifters in both Houles of Parliament, to refufe 
every fpecies of information which was required to be laid on the 
table) even though the particular ftatrmcnt of fails might perhaps 
reach the public through a different channel, per inltance, were he 
to move for-an account of the internal bate of the defence of the- 
iountry, it would be reprobated as a moll indifcrcet and profligate 
motion ;'yet it was not impofliblc that fuch an account might) in con¬ 
fluence of the indiferetion of a Secretary of State, the vanity of a 
Btlhop, and the folly of a Mayor, be brought forward to the public 
■eye, through the medium of a.Newcaftle paper. As to the general 
grounds of objection to the motion, that it would be detrimental at 
prefent to the country, he muft obferve, that if there were really 
that energy and power in the country which had been dated, nothing 
cotild be more politic than to go into the Committee ; becaufe if com¬ 
municated to the Public and the enemy, it would give fatisfadfion 
in die former, and afford nothing but defpair to the latter. He, 
Itowever, was convinced, that the reludtance manifefted by Admi- 
fdftratiofi to comply with die motion, proceeded from a fenfe of 
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weakncfs. It had been conjectured that the late tranfafltion in In¬ 
land had been the foie caufe of the motion; he had fads to (late 
againft this fuppofition: perhaps if his fafts and their conjecture 
were put to the fenfe of the Houfc, they would be fupplied with an 
argument, which indeed was the only one which had been ufed dur¬ 
ing the feflion on the oppofite fide, (here we believe the noble Lord 
alluded to the argument from the dccifionof a majority). He could' 
pledge himfelf to the truth of the fad that this motion had been in¬ 
tended long before the dangerous afpciSt of Iriih affairs had been 
known. The ingenuity of Minifters had been fo fertile in piling 
up calamities on the country, that it would be impolfible to feleft 
any finglc month in which there was not fome event which might 
fupisly them with.- fimilar argument. It had been certainly the 
ftuay of himfelf 4 rnd his friends to bring thefe matters before the 
Public, but with the caution of not giving unnecefiary fatigue to 
4jieir Lordfhips, nor exciting any unnecefiary alarm in the country* 
but wii the exprefs view of giving the Public a juft eftimation of 
the mifcrablc ffate to which the folly, ignorance, and profligacy of 
Minifters had reduced them. 

The Bifliop of DURHAM felt himfelf particularly called on, 
by the pointed allufions to himfelf, to fay a few words to the Houfe.- 
The letter which had been noticed by the noble Lord, in his opi¬ 
nion was calculated to quiet the alarms and apprehenfions entertained 
by the people at a period when France had gained pofleflion of Hol¬ 
land, and that part of the people to whom it was addrefled, began 
to be apprehenfive for their own fafety. As to the indiferetion at¬ 
tributed to the Secretary of State, he believed there was no impru¬ 
dence at all in the tranfaCtion, for the letter might have been pub- 
lifhcd at Charing Crofs, without any fecrcts of Government impro¬ 
per to be known being difeovered. As to the vanity attributed to 
himfelf, he could afiure their Lordffiips that he felt that he only (fid 
his duty; and of one thing he was fore, that he did not (how fo 
much vanity as the noble Lord, who, after a fpcechof upwards of 
two hours, had engrofled near half an hour of their time in expla¬ 
nation. 

Lord LAUDERDALE (aid, he felt himfelf under the neceflity, 
after what had fallen from the right Rev. Prelate, to exhibif more 
of the fame vanity in faying a few more words to them. Onp thing, 
he had the vanity to fay, could not be contradicted, viz. That he- 
had dated nothing but the truth* Lord Lauderdale here read the 
letter which had been alluded to, accompanying it with a comment 
on the contents. The paflage which he confidered as (b highly in* 
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. indifcreet was that which ftatcd, that there was a depot of 3,000 
Rand of arms at Berwick.— 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, that it was not his intention at 
that late hour to trefpafs long upon their Lordftiips’ time. There 
were, however, circumftances at the prefeht critical period that 
made it his duty to fupport the inquiry propofed, and to fay a few 
words on the motion now before them. When he confidered that 
a perfon of rank had been fent to another country, and that perfon 
a man of the higheft rank and fortune in both countries, and who 
was not more confpicuous from his rank and fortune, than diftin- 
guifhed for his public and private virtues; when he faw fuch a per¬ 
fon fent to Ireland, and beginning his adminiflratiun in fuch a man¬ 
ner as to conciliate the affections, and promSf^the happinefs^hnd 
interefts of the two countries, and almoft immediately, within fijc 
weeks, faw that perfon recalled, he certainly thought that fomething ) 
muft be wrong, that there was ftrong ground for inquiry, and tl}at J 
it ought to be known who was to blame. The emancipation of the 
, Roman Catholics in Ireland to the full extent, brought forward by 
Mr. Grattan, he conlidered to be a mcafure that ought to have been, 
and Rill muft be, infilled upon and completed. Every man who 
wifhed to preferve a good underftanding between the two countries, 
every body that valued the Conftitution of England, the Conftitu- 
tion and the eftablilhed religion of Ireland, as well ns the general 
voice of the people of that country, muft be of the fame opinion. 
He was much furprifed to have heard the noble Secretary of State 
boaff of the fucceffes of the prefent war, and fo fond of contrafting 
the ftate of this country with that of France^ With regard to the 
glorious viftory of the ift of June he was furc every lover of his 
country muft glory in the gallant conduct of the noble Commander, 

\ officers and failors, who were engaged in the triumph of that day. 
But the condud of the Admiralty, he thought, had been fuch as 
demanded ihquiry even from the event of that day. In former 
wars, if the fleet of England was not equal in ftrength and numbers 
to the 'Combined fleets of the Houfe of Bourbon, it would have been 
reckoned criminal mifeondudt on the part of the Admiralty Board, 
and a fit fubjedt of inquiry and cenfure. In this cafe we had to 
eppofe fuperior numbers, and, as the engagement of that day had 
- fhewn, at confiderable rifle; whereas, had our number of (hips been 
what it ought, we might have avoided a battle which, glorious as 
It was to the naval character of Britain, was dearly bought by the 
b$tx>d it cod us; and had we beeh able to do this by keeping the 
French in their own port, we might likewife have intercepted that 
important convoy, fo neceflary, he might fay, to the yeiy exiftcncc 

z 
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of die French Republic. In. (hurt, when he thought on the con¬ 
duct of the Admiralty at that time, he muft fay, tliat if he had 
been at the head of that Board, he would have been the firft to call 
fpr inquiry. There were many other topics that in his mind made 
the motion particularly called for at this time, but it was too late to 
go into them at length iy>w, he would therefore conclude by remind¬ 
ing their Lorddiips that this perhaps would be . the lad opportunity 
which might be in their power of going into* fuch a Committee, as 
the noble Earl propofed, at this critical period; and as a meafure in 
his opinion abfolutcly necelfary, he fhould certainly vote for it. 

The queflion was then put, and the Houfc divided; 

For the quedion, Not Contents, 83 


Proxies, 

21 

104. 

Contents, 

*3 


Proxies, 

1 

- 14 

Majority againd the motion. 


9 ° 


TucfJny, 31 ft March. 

The Houfc being rcfolvcd into a Committee at half pad .three, 
and Lord Walfingham in the chair, 

Lord THURLOW rofe to date to their Lorddiips the effeft of 
the evidence, as it druck him, which the Commons had given on' 
the article entitled Contrails and Allowances. Your Lorddiips 
will obferve (faid Lord Thurlow) that thefe charges clofe the im¬ 
peachment, no evidence having been offered on the remaining ar¬ 
ticles. I hope therefore that I ihall not be under the necedity of 
going into any great length upon the prefent occafion. Your Lord- 
fhips will recoiled!, that in the preamble to the impeachment, Mr. 
Hadings is deferibed as “ having entertained bafe and corrupt views, 
of procuring for himfelf and his dependents exorbitant wealth, and 
arbitrary defigns of raifing himfelf by means of the undue influence 
fo acquired, to excedive power, as well to gratify his inordinate am¬ 
bition as to fccure himfelf from punifhment for the many unjufti- 
fiable adls by him done and committed.’' 

Your Lorddiips at one time have heard the gentlemen who held 
the contradls and agencies reprefented as the dependents of Mr. Haf- 
tings, and at another as perfons pofieffing fuch powerful connexions 
in E/igland, that in providing for them, he looked to his own future 
fccurity. ' 

The Defendant is aecufcd in the article now before your Lord- 
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Ships of a wanton wafte of the public money in five infiances only, 
during a government of thirteen years. 

The ftrft, is die opiam contract, granted to Mr. Sulivan in 
1781. 

The fecond, the bullock contradl, granted to Mr. Croftes in 
1779. 

The third, the extra allowances to Sir Eyre Coote. 

The fourth, Mr. Auriol’s agency for fupplying Fort St. George 
with piovifions. 

And the fifth and the laft, Mr. Belli’s agency, for laying in ex¬ 
tra provifions, for the ufe of the garrifon of Fort William in the 
event of a fiege. 

The firft charge recites, that having gramey^the op ; um coiftr.\« 5 fc 
to Mr. John Mackenzie, without advei riling for propofa’ *, Mr. Hut¬ 
tings did, in the year 178 T , grant the fam<* contract to Mr. Suh, 
van, on terms glaringly exfrav agint, and wai.ionly profufe, for th'e 
purpofe of railing an inftant foitone for Mr SuLv.ni, the fon < f 
Lawrence Sulivan, Efq. who was then, or about <Int time, chair¬ 
man of the Eaft-India Company: Tlut Sulivan never did execute 
the *contract ; but fold it to a Mr. Benn, tor thirty five thouland 
pounds, who fold it to Mr. Young fot fouiuen thoufand nine hun¬ 
dred ppunds a year. 

" This is the firft, and iniLcJ the only material article in this 
charge. 

It appears by the evidence, 'that from a very early period, the 
article of opium was a monopoly, in tin h inds of individuals; and 
from the year 1761 to 1773, the Chief and Council of Patna held 
It, for their private emolument. 

Mr. Haftihgs, who was at Patna in the month of October 1773, 
after his conference with Sujah Dowlah at Benares, turned his at¬ 
tention to this fubje&, and was the firft perfbn who entertained the 
idea of converting this monopoly to the public fervice. In confe- 
qpegee of his letter to die Board in Calcutta, it was determined, 
In December 1773, to grant the exclufive monopoly to a man of 
the name of Mheer Muneer, the agent of die Patna Council, who 
"all die opium that the Bahar province produced, at 
indred and twenty fieca rupees the cheft, and to deliver it at 
ftee of ad! charges. Suppofing the average price of opium 
et'dld Company's Tales to be 550 rupees the cheft, this gave die 
Company a very huge profit, and It did not immediately deprive 
at Council at Patna oif an emolument of office which had exifted 
fe^ fo many yean, and of which they were notdifpofiefled by any 
pp'fmu the Court of Dbcfon* 




'A. 1795. t> fffi dPTtfcfi. 

In the fpring of 1775, the Supreme Council deliberated dpa£* 
the mode of managing the opium monopoly in future. This Wat 
but a few months after die arrival of General Clavering, Colonel 
Monfon, and Mr. Francis, who felt thofe honeft prejudices very 
dronglv, which the word monopoly fo naturally and juftly excites in * 
the breads of Englifhmcn. But after the fulled copfideration, they 
conceived with Mr. Hadings, that, for feme time at lead, opiuth 
mud be a monopoly, and confidently it was right that the Public 
fliould enjoy the benefit of it. They wrote to the Chief and Coun¬ 
cil of Patna, requiring their fentiments as to the bed mode of colle&> 
ing the opium revenue in future. Your Lordfhips will find the an¬ 
swer in page 22-0 of the evidence, and it is exceedingly impor- 
Ityit.AlThc P itra Board afllgn unanfwcrable rcafons why the mo- 
pwipoly^toiit t/bc continued. They date the price paid for Opium 
lands to tnc fanner, the price of opium per maund in its fird ftatfc, 
the expctice of manufaftnring it, and they fay, that by the time 
it is manufactured into cakes, it cods the contractor from 90 to HO 
rupees a maund, that is, from 1 bo to 220 rupees ached. They 
fay, therefore, th it if it were contracted for by the Company at 
230 or 2 j.o rupees a ched, it would yield an immenfe profit to 
the Company, and they dunk, with the laws fully enforced againfl 
fmugglers of opium, thiee thoufnnd three hundred cheds might an¬ 
nually he procured. 

They tell the Goiemor General and Council that thefc obferva- 
tions arc the rcfult of the drifted inquiries, and that they have no 
view to their own private advantage in advifing them to contraft for * 
the purchafe of opium at 230 or 240 rupees the ched. 

After the receipt of this letter, Mr. Hadings propofed that tbs , 
whole produce of opium fhould be manufactured for die Company’s 
ufe j that drift meafurcs fhould be ufed to prevent fmuggling \ that 
the Chief and Council of Patna, -or an individual, if the Board 
preferred the latter, fhould provide all the opium by agency, and 
be allowed a certain commidion, on the fum ultimately netfed by 
the Company, from the fale of the opium in Calcutta. My 
Lords, this propodtion is well worthy your attention. You# 
Lordfhips will find it in page 2221 ; you will fee the reafens af-- 
figned by Mr. Hadings for preferring an agency to a contraft; 'and 
by carrying his principle to another branch of revenue, I mean 
the fait, in tl\e year 1780, he created a revalued where none ex- 
ided before, and which amounts now, to above nine hundred thotf- 
fond pounds a year. 

* The majority determined, houNKrer, that the upturn fhould aft 
be provided by agency but if ounfmft* and m advertifltaMK was. 
Vot. XLII. * »Y f 
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'Apwdingly irtued, inviting all perfons to offer propofals. There 
were' thirteen different .offers, and the lowed were accepted—a 
'hfr*Griffith for,the Bahar opium, and a Mr. Wilton for the opium, 
allof which is of an inferior quality, produced in Bengal.' The 
reasoning of the different members of the Board, clearly (hews 


that' they conceived they had really fixed the contrad upon the 
faired terms, ’leaving a very confidcrable profit to the Company, 
and a very moderate one only to the contrador; Mr. Francis, in 
defexibi^gthe peculiar nature of this contrad, and the power which 
.tip contrador was ncccflarily inverted with, fays, he thinks it 
"uttadvifeable to engage on very low terms with any contractor. I 
‘begyour Lordfhips will give this remark the confideration it de- 
fijrves,. for I am convinced that every Member entertained the 
fame fentiments, and it never did occur to any one-of th&i,* tb /4 
die general orders of the Company for making contracts annual, 
and/granting them to the lpwcft bidder, could apply to this branch 
of public revenue. 


Before the expiration of the year, for which period the contracts 
were granted to. Mr. Griffith and Mr. Wilton, the Governor 
General and Council,' on their application, continued the contrad 
trtfcwnfbr another year. Here, my Lords, was the firrt difobc- 
’ diehee qf orders, and here the charge, on the principles in which 

* it is drawn, ought to berue commenced— but the Managers and the 
" Directors have parted filcntly over this inftancc of difobcdience. 

v/ Imthe fpring of the year 1777, Mr. Mackenzie, a gentleman 
who was. but juft arrived ip, Bengal, applied to the Governor Ge- 
. nCral* and “Council, and offered to take the opium contrad for 

• fhteeyears. on the terms^that Mr. Griffith and Mr. Wilton had 
hdd it, with this difference, that he engaged to pay the Com- 
jpjuiy ten thoufand ftcca rupees a year, as a condition for any ad- 
v$nccs of cafh that he might want, in order to fulfil .his contrad 
Within the year. The Board inftantly agreed to accept Mr. Mac¬ 
kenzie's proposals. Iuieither occurred to General Clavering, nor 

' tq^nyother Member, that this-contrad ought to be expofed again 
-tv the (tompetition of th? adventurers abounding in Bengal. If it 
, Were very utpdvjfcable,*. as Mr. Francis rtates, to contrad on very 
lqw Jerms in 1775, it was equally fo in 1777 ; and the Board 
; then qonceweji that the fair price Was fixed. . 

■ Though General .^layeyfog pjopofed to infer! a claufe in the 
tetrad *of Mackenzie, that it foetid determine, provided the 
'■“ ” afaolrfh the monopoly altoge- 

he terms. of the contrad, nor 

* * * 

granted* Yet Gene- 




ral Clavering) of whofc merits as a folditr, and of whbfe ur 
honour as a gentleman I have the higheft opinion, was at all times,* 
as yout Lordfhips well know, a firenuous advocate for a literal 
obedience of the Company’s orders, as to the mode of making con¬ 
tracts. 

Before Mr. Mackenzie’s contract expired, a- letter was reeeived 
from the Court of Directors, dated'the 23d December 1778, td 
which I beg leave to refer your Lordfhips : It is in page 1305 of, 
the Evidence, and it really appears to me, that they took up, the. 
fubjedt, which it appears from their letter they did not undemand,, 
more with a view of finding fault, whether with or without caufe, 
than from any other motive. They tell the Governor General 
4 and Council, that after the experience of two years it) providing 

they fliould have afeertained whether the, price 
’^thitherto paid was rcafonable, by advertifing for other propofals, or 
have made previous inquiry ; but, as it appears to them they did 
neither, they muft difapprove of their conduct on that occafion.' ' . 

It is abfolutely impoftible, my Lords, that the Directors could 
have written fuch a paragraph if they had read, Or having read, if 
they had confidered, the fteps taken by the Government of Bengal * 
on this fubjedt. It hcver occurred to, the Diredtors to mak#' the 
opium monopoly a branch of the public revenue. They were fine¬ 
ly indebted for it to the care and attention of Mr. Hafiings. Thft» 
mode propofed by Mr. Hafiings in 17 75, would have enabled'the 
. Board ,to know cxadtly the value of opium. He propofed to coadudt 
the bufinefs by agency, and that agency, to be placed in the hands 
of a nun of honour. The Company, if his idea had Men adopt-, 
ed, would have known the full value of the opium monopoly, as 
well as under a limilar fyrtem adopted by Mr. Hafiings,, they now l 
know the value of the fait monopoly. The majority preferred the - 
mode of conducing the bufinefs by contradt, and Mr. Griffith gcut 
it as the lowcft bidder—one hundred and eighty rupees the chefi, 
with fomc fmall additions. Your Lordfhips will fee that this was 
confidcrahly below the price which the Patna Council fuppofed it 
would actually coil the contrail or. The Board wxre at leaft jufiif 
fied from their information in believing, that they had made a$V 
good a bargain for the Company as ought to hav v e keen made, con- " 
fiftently with Mr. Francis’s principle, which feems to Jhave &ea;' 
the principle of every Member. The letter,.of the Directors bn 
which the Managers laid fo much firefs, goes upon falfegroundl, 

‘ upon an idea that no previous inquiries had been made, when in? 
truth every pains had been taken to acquire* an accurate knbwlt 
of the fubjedl, prior to the grant of the fiift contral to Mti Gtil 

Yys 
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Under all the circumftances therefore, I think that the Governor 
General and Council were clearly right in granting the contract to 
Mackenzie in 1777, without advcrtiflng for frefh propofols. But, 

my. Lords, it is necetfary to remind you of one very material piece 

of. evidence which the Managers omitted to bring forward. The 
letter from the Directors aniveil in Bengal at the elofc of 1779* 
condemning Mackenzies contract. In Apiil 178c, Mr. Macken¬ 
zie applied to the Board for a renewal of his contract for another 
year, and his requed was indanfl.y granted. The Members of the ' 

' Board at that time were Mr. Halting#, Mr. Francis, and Mr. 

1 Whcicr, the two laft gentlemen forming tlv majority. The Com¬ 
mons,* by fome,drangc accident, have pa fled over this itiftnnee of 
\ difobedience of orders; if it had been noticed, Mr. Francis un-^. 
doubtedly would have faitl, that the Directors \^.ad j . 

Mackenzie’s contrad only under tire idea that previous inquiries had'^r 
not been made; whereas, in point of fact, the fuhjidhad been 
fully inveftigated, and confcquently the condemnation being found- 
. ed on a mifapprehenfien of the Divertors, had not influenced him 
in 1780, when he confentcd to renew the contrad to Mackenzie. 

I fey, my Lords, it was by a very unfortunate accident that the 
* Commons forgot altogether to notice this fecund contract of Mr. 
Mackenzie, bccaufe it deprived Mr. Mailings of die able affift- 
a jUice which Mr. Francis could have given in defence of the 
meafure. 

{ now come to the only contrad which is charged to be crimi¬ 
nal,; and your Lordfliips will judge whether in any one point it 
differs from thofe contracts which are mt charged to be fo. 

* In the 'month of May 1781, Mr. findings propofed that the 
opium contrad fhould be granted to Mr. Sulivan lor tour years, pn 
tile feme terms that Mr. Mackenzie had held it. '1 he terms of 
the two contrads being the fame, the period for which they were 
. held.being the fame, I am utterly at a lofs to know on what grounds 
v i^fr. Haftings’ is charged with granting the latter contrad on terms 
.**. gferiogjy (Extravagant and wantonly profufe.” Mr. Griffith and 
v|^r. Wilton held die contrad for two years, not as matter of favour 
; me ferft year, but becaufe they were the.lowed of thirteen bidders. 

- The fecond jpu* they held it by an ad. of the Supreme Council 
/; in die feme manner that Mr. Mackenzie anti Mr. Sulivan afterwards 
fteld it. _■ The charge indeed dates that it was granted to Mr. Suli- 
^for the purpofe of creating an inftant fortune for him ; but there 
proof that; thi» was the cafe \ on the contrary, it is fully eftab- 
bqthby the pofifive denial of Mr.' Hadings, and by the evi- 
Beon, that of the tranfedion which the managers 
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have proved, Mr. Haftings was utterly ignorant. It appears that 
Mr. Sulivan fold this contract to Mr. Bennfor, thirty-five thoufand 
pounds, and that Mr. Bonn refold it to Mr. Young for fourteen 
thoufand nine hundred pounds a year, which gave Mr. Sulivan and 
Mr. Bcnn between them, a profit of fourteen thoufand nine huft* 
dred pounds a year, for four years. Unlcfs the managers could 
have proved that Mr. Iladings was privy to this bargain and fale, 
there is not a (hadow of difference between the contracts of Mac¬ 
kenzie and Sulivan. The fimple queftion, therefore, will be this* 
After the Directors had* expreff'ed their difapprobation of the firft 
-contract granted to Mr. Mackenzie, bccaufe it had not been advef- 
tifed, nor, as it appeared to them, had any previous inquiries been, 
qlide to afeertain the fair price, was it criminal in Mr. Hafflngs to 
) Sulivan for four years? I think clearly not; 
broaufe, at\r the receipt of the Direilors’ letter, the Supreme 
Council gave the contract to Mackenzie for a fourth year, and be- 
caufe, as I have already ftated to your Lordfhips, the Direfitors were 
manifestly in an error, when they fuppofed that no previous inquiries 
had‘been made to fix the fair value of the con trait. That the Go¬ 
vernor General and Council were deceived, is perfectly true; but 
the error was general. Your Lordfhips will rccollcil the letter of 
the Patna Board, wliofc members pofitivcly affirm, that opium could 
not be made, but from one hundred and eighty to two hundred and' 
twenty rupees a cheit, the average price being two hundred rupees. 
You have had a g-.nJcrun at your bar, Mr. Law, who was many 
years a member of the Patna Council; he has told you that when 
it was a monopoly fur the advantage of the Patna Council, they gave 
two hundred rupees a eheft for it, which agrees with the information 
of the Patna Council; fo that, with all the advantage of local 
knowledge, and with all the influence attached to ffation and power, 
they gave more for their opium than the -Company did under (he 
contrails of Griffith, Mackenzie, and Sulivan, I have reafon fo 
believe that the real fccret of the profit upon opium was this, that 
the contractor bought his opium from the ryots by one weight, and 
fold it to the Company by another. 

In truth, my Lords, there is no difference whatfoevqr between 
the contrails of Mackenzie and Sulivan; both were granted, as I 
faid before, for the fame period of time and on the fame terms. 
The charge alledges, that Sulivan poflefled neither knowledge nor 
local fkill in that particular manufa&urc—His knowledge muft at 
lead have been equal to Mr. Mackenzie’s, who was but juft arrived 
in the countty when he got the contrail: But it is iaid alfo in he 
charge, that Mr. Sulivan never did execute the contrail. The 
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£moe may be faid of Mr. Mackenzie—Both of them were .con- 
traitors* and both equally refponfible to the Company. Mr. Mac¬ 
kenzie managed the contrail through a Mr. Campbell at Patna— 
Mr.‘Sulivan through Mr. Young., Suppofc it had been proved, 
which it is veiy likely was the cafe, that Mr. Campbell paid a 
fpecihe fum of money annually to Mr. Mackenzie for this contrail; 
.would that circumdance reflcil difhonouron the memory of Sir John 
Clavering, who joined in that unanimous vote by which Mackenzie 
obtained the contrail in 1777? or, would it be a reflcil ion on 
Mr. Francis, who renewed the fame contrail to him in 1780? 
Afjuredly not, my Lords. In the cafe of Mr. Sulivan, the ma-' 
nagers have not advanced one dep by proving that Sulivan fold the 
contrftit to Benn, and that Benn refold it to Young. . Unlcfs tK«y< 

1 had proved the privity of Mr. Mailings to th<$* ggjfc 1 Vfc * 

Other; eircumdances go for nothing. v x 1 

. There are other allegations in the charge neccflary to notice to 
•your Loydfhips. Mr. Hadings is accufcd of dedroying certain checks 
.fixed by the former contrails, and to have done fo in order to make 
‘ this contrail* more faleable: One is, that he omitted to infert in 
-Sulivan’s contrail a material claufe in Mackenzie’s, that the con¬ 
tra^ fhould be void, if difapproved by the Dircilors. Mr. Lords, 
if this were a true defeription of the claufe in Mackenzie’s contrail, 
the allegation would indeed be well founded ; but the claufe in Mac- 
fcerdie’s contrail was of a very different defeription from that dated 
in the charge. The contrail was to be void, provided die Direc¬ 
tors ordered the monopoly to be abolifhed ; and in 1777 it was re- 
rerred to. them to determine whether the monopoly fhould be conti¬ 
nued or not, 1 die Board giving it as their opinion that it mud ccn- 
fiinue. In their-letter of the 23d December 1778, the Dircilors 
acquiefce in the continuance of the monopoly; consequently the 
claufe fpccifying that the contrail was to be void in the event of their 
.abolifhing the monopoly became nugatory. 

The next indancc of favour to Sulivan is dated to confid in the 
abolition of the office of infpcilor at Patna. My Lords, this was 
*drtne in Mackenzie’s time, when it was found to be an ufelcfs and 
troublesome office there—but it was cdabliflicd in Calcutta, infinitely 
more to die advantage of the Company, though with additional rc- 
fponfibility to the conttador. This was a fcndble change; and the 
mode adopted in'1780 for infpeiling die opium, is continued to this 
day. ' 

Another allegation in the article is, that for the purpofe of ad- 
. vancing money to the contra&or, and in order to favour certain in¬ 
dividuals* a icfcivWM made in Bengal.in the year 1781, and the 
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Company were engaged in a fmuggKftg adventure to Chlnt^ on die 
pretence that there was little demand for opium'in Calcutta, though 
in point of faft there were peribns in Calcutta who had authority to 
bid for the whole, or the greateft part of the opium. 

As the managers did not attempt to fupport the laft affertion fay any' 
proof, I conclude they found out the blunder of the agent who drear 
the article, before they came into your Lordfhips court. Why the 
Commons ftiould have charged that the loan which they date was 
made to favour certain individuals, or to advance money to the con* 
tra&or, is, I do allure you, my Lords, far beyond my comprehen- 

S Thc tranfadlion itfelf is perfectly iimple, and, as I ftiould 
, impoflible either to be mifreprefented or mifunderftood. 
the yesur 1781, the produce of one year’s opium was lying 
ny's warehoufes in Calcutta, and owing to very 
obvious caufes.’ The tonnage of the port of Calcutta was princi¬ 
pally employed in tranfporting provifions to Madras, and private 
•merchants were afraid to export opium on their own account to China, 
and the cafrern iflands ; the Indian ocean being at that time infefted 
by French and Dutch cruizcrs. 

Under fuch circumftances it was propofed to freight two lhips 
with opium on the Company’s account i one to Canton, and ano¬ 
ther to the eaftern iflands. The proceeds of tfaefe cargoes were to 
be paid into the Company’s treafury at Canton, for the purpofe of 
purchafing teas for the Tales at the India Houfe. Upon the credit, 
therefore, of this fupply, the Bengal government conceived they 
might with propriety draw bills upon the Company, firft for ten lacks, 
•and aftcrwarJs for a fccond fum to the fame amount. Accordingly 
a proclamation was ilTucd, advifing the civil and military fervantsof 
the Company generally, that the treafury in Calcutta was open for 
the receipt of money for certificates on Canton, which would there" 
be 'veil in e ed for bills upon England ; and advifing all whochofc to 
remit mon.y, to fend in their names to the Secretary, at a given pc-/ 
rfo 1. I wis fiift at a lofs to know upon what grounds this plan 
could h ive been charged, as undertaken with a view to favour cer- 
tiin indiviuupls; but upon referring to the evidence, I found that* 
th; managers have mferted a letter written by Mr. Haftings from * 
C'lunir, in which he inclofcs a lift of the names of the civil and 
military fervants of the Company, prho were then at Chunar, and 
exprclLs a hope that they may not be excluded from the advantage 
•f the remittance to Europe. Perhaps it may not be neceflary to 
. lform your Lordftiips, that by the regulations*of the Company's 
flrvicc, every perfon in their civil 4 nd military employ, has a right 
* to his proportion of a remittance to Fnglandrthroogh the Company’s 
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common to the whole fcrvi?e; and this the managers have fo rftif- 
taken, or rather their agents have fo miftaken it, as to charge’ Hie 
loan itfelf to be made in order to favour certain individuals. The 
whole feheme, in my opinion, was a very wife and a very laudable 
one: It gave die Bengal government the immediate ufe of'twenty 
lacks of tupees, when the want of money war vnoft fcvcrcly felt— 
it enabled them to export a commodity, for which there was no falc 
in Calcutta—it threw a large fupply of ca(h into the treafury at 
Canton—and it enabled the Company at home to pay the bills ex¬ 
changed for the certificates lent from Bengal to Canton. 

The (hip freighted for Canton arrived fafe ; her caygo was 
fold, though to lefs advantage than it ought to 
pq^caigoes laying the blame upon the Captain of tne Bengal (hip 
for not obeying his orders, and he a9 loudly infixing upon it that it 
was their fault the opium did not fell at a much higher price. The 
Other (hip, freighted to the eaftern iflands, fold a part of its caigo 
at a very high profit indeed; and would have fold the remainder 
equally well, if (he had not been trcacheroufly taken in a neutral 
port. But, my Lords, this is called a fmuggling adventure, bc- 
caufe opium is forbidden, by a municipal law of China, to be im- 
portejjJ into that country, under pain of death. It is proved, how¬ 
ever, that this law is obfoletc—that opium is publicly landed, and 
fold in the middle of the day at the port of Canton: And at this 
foment the greateft encouragement is held out in Bengal, for the 
importation of opium into China, for the purpofc of enabling the 
fopra-cargocs at Canton to purchufc teas for the London market. 
The onljfcqudlkm then will be, whether it was a high crime in 
Mr. Haftings, during the preffure of the war, to make the Com¬ 
pany do that aft publicly, which the Directors and the Board of 
Gontroul have urged the government of Bengal to endeavour, by 
every poftible means, and to even' poflible extent, to get done by 
indivfdu.il merchants. It was confelfcdly a temporary expedient in 
*17 81 ; but it is by np means clear, that it would not have been 
Wife inj^jj# Company to continue the export of opium on their ovm 
UCcount. Colonel Watfon, the chief engineer of Bengal, who 
’-^flginally fuggefted thcjplan, fays, in page 2251, that under every 
difadvantagfr of a firft. experiment, and of very great mifmanage^ 
ment, it enabled the fupra-cargoes at Canton, in the height of the 
way, to purchafc feveral cargoes of tea, without draining Bengal of 
!<pne'rupee'Pth# the Company were enabled by it to load all their 
(hips with teaj and fiqdtly* became very great gainers at the clofe 
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All, therefore, that Mri Hafrings did, was to requeft 
the gentlemen then at Chunar might not be deprived of a priv 
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of their falcs in England- r The'G&Jfltiet a$S that be is aware of 
all the objections and diffieuldes the^lhiit^in Bengal, and alfoof 
the animadverfions made upon the iti&fbffe ih England; but as they 
arofe out of the private views of interefted men, or the dreams of 
ignorant pretenders, fuch arguments and obfervations were ncribngpr 
worthy the confederation of the Governor General and Council*—' 
their futility having been fully evinced. * n Jry 

Mr. Haftings and his Council tell the DireCtote,* that wry well 
knew of the law which prohibited the importation of'iopbtmintp 
China, on pam of death, but they alfb knew that it tfab a coni- 
mertfe publicly encouraged by the ChineTc government: They add, 
k w.£yi temporary expedient—when, in 'fad, opium wtJUki 
riot ierf in *aldftta upon any terms 1 , that in future, however,'f-hey* 
fhall difpofc of their opium in Calcutta; th$ 3 n the prefe^^eaf, 4 
1783, the profit would W fix lacks of rupees, and would have'oeen 
double, had there not then been many Trench crOfafcrs in the bay 
of Bengal. Your Lordfhips will ftC how. Considerably the profits 
upon opium were iftcrcafed, on the reiteration of"^eace in Ihdid. 'I 
believe, my Lords, I have already gone through every ' ‘mate rial 
point in this head of the artielp: And as the Managers have totally 
failed in making good the material allegation, .that thfe opig$n con¬ 
trail was granted to Sulivan for the purpdfe of creating 9^ 

inftmt fortune—and as kisdearly^efUblifhed by the evidence, that 
he held it precifely upon the fame tftms, and fof the feme period 
that Mackenzie had held it—and as thtf^GoVOriifW General *&nd 
Council had every reafon to believe, there was noting left fo the 
contr idtor bejond a fair and mercantile profit—I fhall*certainly^y 
Not-content to the motion, which I fhall fubmit&o yotA* LordO^ps, 
on this, head of the charges ' ^ 

Upon the next point, 1 flatter myfelf that I fhall npt jjaVe pc* 
tafion to intiude very long upon your.Lordfhips’ indulgence.. A * 
i lie accufition is, that in the year 177^, without any cbf^jihlint 
from the contractor, or from the aimy, that a* bullttk 
then cxifting,* was inadequate for the regular fupply ojfjthe fluffed j 
Mr. Haftings annulled an exiftiqg contract, and conducted antff&t'’ 
with Mr. Croftcs, his confidential friend and ajgcqt,^ on term£fa- 
finitJy higher thanthofeof the preceding"dontiaft, at an additional K 
expenee to the Company of fifty thoufend pounds a*ycar, dir heat* 
that fum, and, by fo doing, created a wanton and ^noft,enormous, 
expence to the Compynv. Surelj^f my Lfends, the agents jgifc‘ 
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tmfen iceable ftate of the buU&ks of the army; and you have full 
proof alfo, that the contra&or dying in 1778, his executoy was de- 
firous of relinquifhing fb Unprofitable a concern altogether—that Ge¬ 
neral Stibbert, the provincial Commander in Chief, urged Mr. Ilaf- 
tings and h\s Council to accept the offer, and to form a new contract 
on very different toms. 

Th^'t^aftcgers begin their evidence bj inferting the exprefs order 
of the (firtCtors, that the contract fhould be annual, and granted to 
the lowed bidder. 

' If to prove that Mr. Hidings di fobeyed this exprefs order, be 
1 fufficient for his conviction,*thc managers have completely fucceeded; 
for the next ddcvmtent they read, was the defence made Jj^ Mr. Haf- 

* tings to this charge in die Houfeof Commons, ih ‘Ailkh'lflfVtiV 
fullyj’fldmits that typ did difobey the order—that he has no idea of 

, orders being iffutd *t>fhe diftance of half the globe, of die j ropriety 
of Which the Government upon the fpot muft not be allowed to judge, 
V before, they carry them into execution: He admits alfo, that b\ dif • 

* obeying this ordefr he incurred great refponfibility; and was bound 
to provfc, that he confultcd their intcrcfts, when he difobtjcd their 
commands. 

; My Lords, Mr. Haffings affirms, that the confluence which 
attended the difpofal of thp bullock contract annuall) to tne lowed 
^bidder, was fuch’as you will belicAC was errantly mtural Men 
-Coffered to take it on terms io low, th it, had th' central been really 
e&betttcd* they tnuft KkVO loft 50 per a.nt. bv their aguement. 
I Mn Haffings^ appeals to the public records, tor proofs ot the com¬ 
plaints made Hy the commanding officers <>t tin army, on this im- 
, portant fubjeCt—to the rt venue confutations, to flicv. J the diftrtf. 

, occafioned to the zcmindais and farmus, as wcU as the diminution 


of the revenue, fiomthe mifehievous cuftom of pn. fling bullocks, as 
often ah any division of the army was ordered to change its qmitcrs. 
,*To rdjfttdy thefe mifcluef*, and to pit \ id. tfllituilh lorthatbnm.il 
the ,wrvi«x on fHc due puLiinancc pf which the fuccefs of cv^ry 
, opc«Uionwar in India depends* Mi. Hiflingsconfulted with 
s theipineilwhffitJSrs o£.the army, and fubmitted to Sir Eyre Coote 
,a pkin for tile future fupply of bullocks for the fcrvicc ef the army, 
*$rch ^that officer folly approved. The plan preferibed the tuc, 
age, and feed of the. bullocks to be employed ; the work they wcic 
)to perform; the number, uniform, and pay of ttie drivers: The 
calculation was matte fo as to ldtive a fair mercantile profit to the 
and fucjl checks were eftahlifhed for the due performance 
Ij&f this centtaS, thaCthe due execute of it appeared to be fully in- 
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Well or faithfully ferved upon any Other principles than thofc laid 
down by Mr. Haftings, in dcfeu^of-dus^ontrad. 

The next evidence adduced 'by ,th& Managers, is that upon 
which they have entirely relied; fonean die' diffent of Mr. Francis 
to the terms of this contract. It is a performance of very confidcr- 
able length, containing many ingeniils calculations, which, in the¬ 
ory, may do veiy well, but happen not to have flood the left 
practice. * «* 

The opinions of Mr. Francis, as far as I know, are peculiar to 
himfelf: And though it be true that the managers have mentioned 
them as conclufivc againft Mr. Haftings, there is not one perfon, 
who has had an opportunity of acquiring any knowledge upon this 
fubjedf, t^at does not totally difag r ec with Mr. Francis. That 
gentleman is ffbeiduily of opinion, that the Company’s orders fhould 
be obeyed—that the bullock conti a£t fliould be annual, and granted 
to tht lowcft bidder: He condemns the rates* as extravagant*, and 
the number of bullocks as unntu ffary s He thinks that the quantity 
of drivers, fo fir from b<ing ufcfol, would be highly detrimental 
to the fuviee: And he winds up the whole by this very Angular 
declaratkn, “ In tiutii I may fay (with the exception of a very mo¬ 
derate number!, vlutocnfon hive wc for an cftablifhment of bul¬ 
locks any where? when the) °i* wmted, they may be hired, or 
preflld, as in fact the) hive been hithcito, notwithftstnding the 
eonti *ds.” 

s 

I fpcak in the pi fence, my Loids, of fome noble perfons, who, 
knew well wl at military ictvice isj and to whofe exertions their 
country has been much indebted, upon former occafions; If one of; 
thofc noble lands vuc again to be placed at the head of anftrmyt 
what would he think of a Cabinet Minifler, who was to tell him* 
that horfes for the fa vice of his artillci), his ammunition waggons, 
and camp equipage, could not be kept but at a moft enormous ex- 1 
\ cncc. , that he muft, therefore, retain none in the fervice, as he * 
could hiic or prefa them when they were wanted. What woald the 
noble Marquis have faid-to Mr. Cow per, Mr. Stuart, or Mr. Spefy, 
if either of thofc gem!c{P u1 > hk colleagues, had told .him, when on 
the point of cmbar|m§ on that fervice,.which he fo glonoufly termi¬ 
nated, “Do not, for God’s fake, iny%prd, put-the Company to a*‘ 
moft enormous expence for .LuUiock^yafigdriv|f^^'ou can byre pftd 
prefs them iniMylbre 1 ?”. The noblfi^^rquis,' t‘braevc, would have 
exprefied fome furprife at the magnanimity of fuch,fcntjmcnts; yet ’ 
Mr. Francis, flagrante hello, when the Britifh army in ‘Bengal occu- 
pied a country thirteen hundred miles in length, and five hundred in 
breadth, and having feveral detachments employed on. foreign fervice, 
* Z zz 
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do^t not fcfuple to affirm that $ is upqeceiiary to Keep up an eflab- 
lifhment of bullocks, and that jfoey can he lured, or prefled when 
wanted. My Lords, it dkjl (^require die flrong evidence adduced 
by the defendant's counfel to convince men of your Lordfhips’ under- 
dandi ngs, that no army iq India can be deemed fit for fcrvicc un- 
lefs an ample fupply of bullocks is attached to it. The artillery 
*nd the ammunition waggons are dragged folely by bullocks.. The 
mufque^ammunition is alfo carried by bullocks, and the camp equip¬ 
age in part} by bullocks alfo. The honoi* .blc manager (Sir James 
Erfkine St. Clair), who fummed up this article, a than highly dif- 
tiriguiftied in arms, and pofleffing every qualification ncceflary to 
form a complete foldier, afforded your Lordfhips a proof, tjbat with- 
out local experience, no man ought to venture to lpcak ofjfhc nature 
bf military fcrvice, in a didant quarter of the globe. thdFhd- 

nourabfe manager been as converfant in Indian, as 1 am furc he is 
in European fcrvice, he would not have told jour Lordfhips (and 
probably on the ftrength of Mr. Francis’s affertion he did it) that if 
one driver was really entertained for two bullocks, it was an arrange¬ 
ment worfe than ufdcfe, it was detrimental to the army. 

Your Lordfhips have the fulled evidence to prove that one driver 
to every pair of bullocks is indifpenfably ncceflary, and jou aje told 
by the mblc Marquis, of the didrefs which lie fudained for the 
want of a fufficicnt number of that very ufcful body bf men during . 
his campaigns in Myfore. Colonel DuiF, an officer, who had the 
^advantage ; of thirty j r ears experience in India, who commanded the 
artillery under the Marquis Cornwallis in the campaigns againft Tip- 
- poo SuJtaun, has decidedly told your Lordfhips that the bullocks 
provided mrdcr the contrail of Mr. Croftes, came under his parti¬ 
cular infpcdlion; that they were beyond all companion the bed that 
fver were in the fcrvice before, or iince: That one dri\cr to every 
pair of bullocks w r as abfolutcly ncceflary, and a head di iver to c^pry 
twelve "men exceedingly ufeful: That the number of bullocks was 
by no mejtns unneccifary j and that they cannot be fit for fervicc un- 
1 til they Hive been regularly trained and hamefied. * In truth, my 
Lords, the tdftrnuny of Colonel Duff, if unconfirmed by any far¬ 
ther evidence? would have fully convinced r^CTthat Mr. Hadings 
aided wifely and properly in concluding a contract during war, which 
1 effectually provided for the ^fcriil performance of this mod cfTential 
part of qiilitary fervicc, though the ^cpcnce had even exceeded fifty 
thoufand pounds a year. ^ \ <• 

\ * In the year 1779, prior icuThiv contrail, Colonel-Camac was 
ftnt upoh fervice tow Aids the Maratfci frontier. JEJe ^writes to the 
1 Board, and fays, that his tmph was impend by the of the 



bullocks furniftied by the coritm<ftdrYt|iat he could only get feventy 



had been fent out of the 


.at Mr. Francis was 


at Burdwan, and that all the good 
way, or hid. Here, my Lords, la. 
miftaksn, when he affirmed that bullocks' 1 could be prefled when 
wanted, even if the cruel diftrefs which flash a mode of provtfion 
muft create, with the confequcnt diminution of the public revenues, 
were to be no part of the confidcratioii of Government. Colonej ■ 
Camac adds, that, from the want of bullocks,' and the defer ttone£ 
the drivers, the ammunition was ftrewed in the toads, and" could 
not have been faved, but by the great exertion of the artillery officer, 
to whom the Colonel was obliged to gjve fixty fepovs, to a<ft as bol¬ 
lock-driver^ » 

Every inconvcnicncy which the fervice had fuflained for fo many 
years, this contract was intended to remedy, and it is in proof that 
•the remedy was effectual. The directors very much approved of 
all the regulations ; but they thought that the coritradt fliould have 
been advertifed, though it is mod obvious to any man of common 
fenfe, that under a contract fo advertifed, no fuch reform could 
have been cife&ed. It appears alfo in evidence^ that'during the 
war, the number contracted for never fufficcd for the fervice, and 
that 'extra bullocks were always employed. 

My Lords, the next allegation is, that though the directors had 
condemned this contract in flrong and pqintcdjtcrms, and listd ordered,' 
that one year before its expiration, advertifements fliould be ifluod 
for propofals for a new contract upon tlie. lowclt terms, Mr. Haf- 
tings neglected to give fuch notice, by which'ncglcdbthe contractor 
had a right to hold his contraiSt for fix years, and that the relinquish¬ 
ment of tills contract was purchafcd upon tcrm$almoft as extravagant 
as the contract itfclf; that he then turned the contrail into an agency/ 
though the directors condemned agencies, as uncertain and indefinite 
in their expences, and where influence was likely.to prevail over' 
public advantage. _ 

The facts, as applied to this part of the chatge, I belie vo/miy 
be Hated very fhortly: by a neglect, wliich ought not to be attri¬ 
buted to Mr. Haftings alone, but to the whole Eoard, po notice 
was fent to the contractor, Mr. Fergufon, (to whom Kfcr. Croftfcs J 
had very early affigned the contract) that the Board meant to ciofc 
the concern at the end of the five years. This gentlcmpn therefore, 
in January 1784, propofed to relinquifh his contract on certain con-. 
ditions, to whicli the Board agreed. In the courfc of the corrc- 
fpondencc, Mr. Haftings obferved what vCry erroneous opinions had 
been formed in England of the nature of this contract, and he laicf 
before the Board a letter from Mr. Fergufon, in which he declares. 
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that the advantages attending this contract) have been mod abfurdly 
magnified in England, ifex^ered to produce his books, which he 
Jays will prove, and J^ bodkrkeeper attefts the truth of the decla¬ 
ration, that his profits did not exceed 15 per cent., and lib adds, 
ihat if the Marattas hS8 entered btngil, as was expedted, he muft 
have been ruined. No mart will conceive that 15 per cent, in fuch 
a concern, and fubjc& to fuch a rifque, is in any raped an unrea- 
fonable profit. Mr. Ftrgufon, who was a merchant of h : gh cha- 
radter m Calcutta, and who arrived in England, I underftand, dur¬ 
ing this trial, died before the drfened, was 1 ntcred upon, 01 he might 
have confirmed the truth .of his letter, by his own teftimony at your 
Lordlhips* Har. 

The managers have given in evidence, a letter w yitVn by Mr. 
Hading^ to the diredfors in Augufjt 1785 fiom CMrtnhim, m or 
der, as they date, to prove 1 his inconlidency, became in that letter 
he mod drenuoufly recommends that bullocks (hall in future be pro¬ 
vided by agency; all contracts, he fajs, arc improvident, and tint 
the contract concluded on the lowed terms, is always the mod extra¬ 
vagant. My Lords, I can perceive nothing like inc^ndftcncy in this 
opinion. On the contrary, I obferve, that Mi. II idings at all times, 
and upon all ocei lions, picfuud ajjeneie- to contract,. 

In the bufinefs of the opium, it was rtiomnicndtd by Mr. Haf- 
'tingS'-that it (hould be procured by agi ncy. 'J ht fait was made and 
fold under an agency, and by that n>i ms ntarl) a million was a Ided 
by Mr, Hadings, to the amvnl tevenue^of Bt.igil. Tire marine 
dr Bengal was conducted und t an agency, and I In dill have oc¬ 
casion to intrude upon your LorJihips indulge act, b\ d.ung the two 
agencies with which this charge concludes. 'Flu re appeal to too* to 
be but two modes of providing for the iucvvf. and the la I tty of an 
army in India, in war: The one by a u>iur«ct, in fu<h tair and 
liberal terms as w'erc gianud in the cafe of Mr. Crofters contract, 
of by-an agency in the hands of men of el ’r ict r and honour. Bub 
Mr.$qftLpgs, in the letti r alluded to fro a C’lu ltenham, and which, 
in aA hs parts is well worthy jour Lordfiilps 1 attention, was not in¬ 
truding his jeptiments ujxin the Court of Director■>. The tad is, 
that Sir Archibald Campbell, appointed Governor of Madras in 
X7B5, was defired by the directors, previous to his departure from 
England, to form military eitablifiniients for their feveral fcttlements 
in India. 'The dii colors, when they were formed, thought proper 
to tranfmit them to Mr. Hadings, then an unimpeachcd man, and 
to defife his fentimcnls upon them; which he gives at confiderable 
'length, and earneftly draws the attention of the directors to a ma- 
tcriafjpjrt of the militaif' detail, which Sir Archibald Campbell had 
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omitted to notice. He fays that S&Eyrc Coote was unable to pro* 
fecute his fuccefs in the late war, b^^v though he fo often beat, 
he never was able to purfue, Hyder, ©rtb capture his guns, which 
he often might have done had he had gcftlH bullocks for his own. 
artillery. He therefore ftrenuoufly recommends that there (hall be 
no more contracts for bullocks, but that they, (hall be fumUhed by 
agency. My Lords, you will perceive that Mr. Hadings alludes , 
to contrails formed on the principle fo drenuoufly contended for by ' 
the Court of Diredlors, namely, annual contrails, granted by pub¬ 
lic advertifement, to the lowed bidder. For venturing to break 
■ through this favourite arrangement in the infiance of Croftes’s con¬ 
trail, which was in truth rather an agency than a contrail, bccaufe 
Mr. Haftings himfclf and Sir Eyre Coote fixed the terms and the 
period, and felcilcd the perfon who was to perform it, he*has befen 
impeached by the Commons. The experience of later times has 
fully judified Mr. Hadings. The noble Marquis, when in Myfore, 
was obliged to procure all the additional bullocks he could get toge¬ 
ther, and thofe he put under the charge of an agent of his own no¬ 
mination, declaring to the Governor and Council of Madras that 
“ he was forry to fay from experience, that the bullock contrail had 
%ccn a delulion of a mod dangerous nature to a Commander in Chief 
of an army.” The Governor and Council of Madras, copying die 
example of the noble Marquis, put all the additional bullocks that 
they could procure under a public agent. The government of Ben¬ 
gal gave their fentiments mod decidedly to the directors-in the ab- 
fence of Lord Cornwallis, in favour of agencies, though they faid 
it was not their intention to contrad with the enormous evils liable 
to arife from an adherence to the contrail fyilem, foe advantages de¬ 
rivable, under certain ei ream dances, from a well-regulated agency; 
and the dircitors themfeh es, convinced of the great impolicy of their 
former orders, very candidly admit, both in their letters to-^epgal 
and Madras, that the reafons afligned for deviating from the contrail 
fydem were very fuisfaitory. Such, my Lords, is the clbfe of this 
bufinefs; and if it (hall appear to your Lordlhips as-it does to me, 
that Mr. Hadings could not have obeyed the orders of foe direilors 
flagrante hello , without ruin to the army, you will concur in nega¬ 
tiving the motion that 1 (hall have the honour to prqpofe upon this 
head of the charge. 

The next fubjeil is, foe extra allowances granted to Sir Eyre 
Coote in 1779. Mr. Hadings is charged with adopting this inea- 
fure with a view to increafe his own influence ; that it was a difobe* 
dience of pofitive orders; that allowanc# 4 :o foe amount of eight 
thoufand pounds a year had been granted to, General Sdbbett, pro- 
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vSncial Commander inChief before Sir Eyre Coote’s arrival; that 
there was no pretence tb continue the allowances to General Stibbert 
altar Sir Eyre Cootc’s arrival; but that Mr. Haftings did continue 
them, and allowed Sir Eyre Coote eighteen thoufand pounds a year. 

That in diteft violation of the treaty fubfifting between the Com¬ 
pany and die Nabob Vizier, he directed that when Sir Eyre Coote 
was in Oucie, thefe extra allowances fiiouid be carried to the debit 
of his account. 

This, my Lords, is the firft branch of the charge: 1 ’hc defen-' 
dant has offered neither defence nor obfervation upon any part of it, 
but has left it entirely to the judgement of your Lordlhips, on the 
cafe made by the managers themfclves. 

In confidering this charge, I confefs there arc fome eircumflances 
which ftrike me, as very lingular. The managers have proved that 
fix thoufand pounds a year was the falary fixed for the Commander 
in Chief of all the King’s and Company's forces in India. When 
Sir Eyre Coote arrived in Bengal, he propofed that the allowances 
granted,to General Stibbert as provincial Commander in Chief fhould 
devolve upon him ; but on farther inquiry, it was found that they 
had bee,n fettled'upon him, as the oldqfl Company’s officer in Ben-, 
gal, and that in fail, of the thirteen thoufand pounds a year whicn 
General Stibbert received, nine thoufand pounds a year wxrc autho- 
jifed by the directors, and that their fentiments on the additional al¬ 
lowances grantee! to him, had not heen received, but were daily cx- 
pcaed. Sir Eyre Coote therefore propofed that a field eilablilhmcnt 
might be formed for him and his ffaff', adequate to his unavoidable 
additional expcnces, when abfent from Calcutta, as he fuppofed the 
directors, when they appointed him, did not conceive that he was 
to expend his private fortune in their fcrvicc. lr appeared perfectly 
clear from Sir Eyre Coote’s minute, that General Clavering had re- 
prefeoted to the directors, how very inadequate his falary muff be 
for defraying his extraordinary expenas out of Calcutta. It is in 
my opinion beyond a doubt, that in fome mode or other General 
Clsfrerintypiuft have drawn extra allowances, had he taken the field; 
but it fo happened, that from October 1774, when Sir John Cla- 
vering arrived in Calcutta, to Auguft 1777, when he died, Bengal 
Chj^ed profound peace, and the General never was twenty miles 
out of Calcutta, and faw no part of the large army he commanded, 
except the corps quartered in or near the prcfidency. In the time 
of Sir Eyre Coote, the cafe was materially different. He arrived fn 
April 1779, during the war with France, and when a Maratta war 
was hourly expe&ed. He very wifely and properly determined, 
in the execution of his duty as Commander in Chief, to vifit the 
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fevcral military nations; and it could hardly be cxpe&ed, as Mr. 
Ha flings very jufdy obferved, that he was to perform this expenfive 
fertiee tor fix thoufand pounds a year, when the directors thcmfclves 
permitted General iSlibbcrt to draw more than that lutn a year for 
the t s:pence of his table. ‘ 

Mr. Halting^ therefore propofed field allowances for Sir Eyre 
Cooteand his fiaiF, amounting to the film mentioned in the charge ; 
but they were only to be received in the field. When the General 
returned to Calcutta the allowances wire to ceafe. Mr. Francis 
and Mr. Wilder oppoied this arrangement, as couture to the di- 
. rc-'lors’ poluive orders, which precluded them from exenilln^ any 
difer-'tion of tiitir own. Mr. I Ialtings eon.ended that it was abfo- 
lutdy impoflible the orders could apply to ihe cafe before them : that 
it was a violation of every military principle to rdlriel the Com¬ 
mander in Chief to half ihe emolument:; granted to rite ilvon.t in 
command ; and the majority agreed to the allowance. 1 he (f n-ral 
left Calcutta to review the army in Auguil 1770, when the pay¬ 
ment of thcfc allowances commenced. After his departure Mr. 
iliiVmgs projWcd, that as long as t.'ie (lenvial flv.uM icmain in 
0>;de, theie exrra allowances fliould be paid N the MuK.b \'i/.iev. 
This arrangement Mr. Francis oppnfed, on die ground a;fii ned 
finite in the charge ; rlvit it was a breach or the t. r-\ vhh the Na¬ 
bob Yi/.ic.r, wl.o was 0:1b, hound, to pay, by fire term; or die Meaty, 
two kicks and limy rhemV 1 rupees a month lor a brigade. To this 
remark Air. Hiding, way clearly replied, that, fiibfetymt to that 
treitv, a eonfid Table bod.\- of troops in addi'im t<> 1 5 it- hugui- v*.ere 
Ihirioned in O.idc on the Nabob A app'icUi si, the pav and comm-- 
pennies of wiiieh the N ibnb deh i\„d* and th: ptefeno* of th' Com¬ 
mand r in Chief Kin/ abfi’.u'elv need far'’ i.i (Jude, the nueilion 
was, wh. flier it would, b: unreafimable to call upon the Nabob to 
del';ay r,V e :pence of the < xtra allowances. The majority concurred 
\vi,h Mr. Hidings, and the Nabob, with the urmoft ehearfulnefs, 

cunt'enreJ to mv the allowances. He did not concur with the m»- 
. .• 

tngers ha deeming that demand a flagrant broach of treity. 

1 believe, my Lords, this is the whole evid. nee to the firfi branch 
of die charge. 11 is next allcdged, that the directors ordered thefe 
ex ra allowances to be flru'A off by a letter, dated the tilth of Oc¬ 
tober n8o. that thev were fir nek accordingly, hut that Mrl 

Hdtings of his own private aufhosity Kiimnuetl m Sir byre Cootc 
certain large allowances, amounting to twenty-one thoui m i fix im.i- 
dred pounds a year, which were paid by the Nabob Vi/.nr. 

My I.U'd-S to the latter part of this charge the managers have 
no fort of evidence except the admilhon of Mr. Ha! lings himtelf. 
Vol. XLIi. 3 A 
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It appears by that evi&siftce, that as foon as the order from thedi- 
Vedtors for (hiking off thw extra allowances arrived in Bengal, Mr.' 

■ Halting* and his eourfcil’ordered all farther payments to be difeortfi- 
fliicd. The fituation of Sir E\ re Coote, when the directors thought 
proper to Ihew fo marked a difregard to his fcrviccs, was critical in¬ 
deed. Hyder Ally, with a conquering army, was in his front, and 
that circumftance alone prevented tin: General from immediately 
quitting India. The di~c&or.i were not pleated to take any notice 
of the extra allowances draw n under the annnintmcht of the B'jard, 
by General Stibbert, the provifmnal Commands r in Chief of Bengal; 
and Sir Eyre Coote, the Commander in Chief of all their forces, 
on whofe zeal and attachment ti.cir vtry txiilcncc then depended,' 
was ordered to keep the field upon lefs than one half of the nay and 
allowances granted to General Stil bcit. After ferving two fucccfs- 
ful campaigns upon the coaft, Sir Kyic Coote look the opjortunry 
of the rainy feafon fo return for a lew months to Bengal. Ke ar¬ 
rived in Calcutta in November 1; C c, and again embarked for 
Madras in March 178?, carrying wi'h him a large l'upply of trea- 
furc, a reinforcement of troops, and wifhing rr-dt anxioufly to* re¬ 
tain life long enough t<» \ ike Mr. EuftV a fee«*nd time. That dif- 
tinguiftted officer was taken by Sir i 'yrc Coo.o ai the battle of Vande- 
wafh in 1760, and in'!no year r; by be e. rumanded tl-ivc thoufarxi 
-French tio>p% anu a party of Tippo's foms at Cuddalorc. My 
Lords, this was a point of fuel 1 , in inac m.ar.cnt, that every lefier 
confideration natnrallv give wav before if. in this critical fituation 
<ff public a.Tairs, Mr. Crefr-.s, who was the attorney of Sir Eyre 
.Coofc, wrote a letter fo Mr. Briftow, of which the latter gentleman 
•fent a opy to the Governor Guivial and Council, after the depar¬ 
ture of Mr. Haftings. In that letter Crofres tells Briftow that fomc 
field allowances are due to Sir Eyre Coo.o from the Nabob Vixier, 
iince Augufl 1782; that the Governor had requeued Croftes to write 
to Briftow to rcecivc and remit the arrear, and to receive the pay¬ 
ment in future, month hy month, as it became due. 

To evidence fo introduced before the lloufc of Commons, Mr. 
Htfftings, much to his honour, I think, made no objection. I 
Will i;end to your Lordfliips his defence to this charge of tire Com¬ 


mons: 


“ By what authority Sir Eyre Coote continued to receive this al¬ 
lowance from the Nabob Vuicr, 1 know not; but I have a faint 
recollection of Mr. Croftes having mentioned the chcumftancc to 
me, in the month of January 1783, and I hive no doubt of his 
having received my autlioricy to write to Mr. Briftow. Sir Eyre 
Coote was then on the point of returning to Madras, with a .confti- 

. t ■* 



A. 1795. 



3«S 


tution worn out in the public fervicci by ‘ exertions almoft beyond - 
belief. His life was of the utmoft importance: I had not a doubt. 
of his fucccfs ngainft Mr. Bufiy, could he have arrived in tolerable 
health upon the coaft. This was not a time for me to difpute any 
point that could add to his chagrin. His cxpcnces were confider- 
ablc—He had three feparate cftablifiiments—one at Calcutta; one 
at Madras : and a third in the field. The allowance, as I under- 
flood, was voluntarily paid by the Vizier. I could have had no 
private intcrcft of my own to gratify at any period of our connection, 
more dpccially at a moment when the whole world knew' that Sir 
. Eyre Coote could not live fix months, having, when he returned to 
Madras, as lie truly faid, one foot in the grave, and the other at 
the edge of it.” 

Such, my Lords, is the account given by Mr. Haftings—the 
account which the managers thought proper to read, and which they 
have not attempted to difprovc in any one part of it. It is impofli- 
Mc, therefore, to impute Mr. Ilaftings’s conduit to any other than 
public motives, and zeal for the welfare of his employers: Sir 
Eyre Coote, as your Lordfiiips know, did not live to efteft that 
important fcrvico which l^th hiir.felf and Mr. 1 Liftings had fo much 
at heart. He embarked in one of the Company’s armed fltips, and 
was chafed by three French frigates from Ilalaforc roads to Fort St. 
George: The (hip was preferved by the fupevior lkill of the Englifh 
Captain. The anxiety of Sir Eyre Coote would not permit him to 
leave the deck, night or day, during the chafe.—The ftruggleand 
agitation was too much for his weak and dfcb’litatcd frame to furvive. 
He preferved his recollection long enough after the {hip came to an¬ 
chor oft' Fort St. George, to cxprels his wannefl acknowledgements 
to the Captain, and to confer upon him a token of his gratitude, 
lie then fmnk fenfelcfs on the deck, was carried on (bore in that fi- 
tuation, and died on the next day. Neither the nation nor the Eaft- 
India Company were infcnfible to his mciits and ferviccs— The two 
Houfos of Parliament were unanimous in voting him'their thanks 
for his exertions, and the Company have erc&ed to his memory a 
monument in Weftminfter Abbey, and a ftatuc at the India Houfe. 
It refts with your Lordfiiips to determine whether Mr. Haftings 
ought to he condemned for the fluirc which he had in fixing an cllab- 
liihmcnt for Sir Eyre Coote f barely adequate to his neeeffary expences 
in the field. 

I (hall now proceed to confider the evidence which has been given 
by the managers and the defendant’s counfel on the agency of Mr. 
Auriol. The Commons charge, that the defendant, in farther pur- 
fuance of the fame prodigal and corrupt fyftem of goyenpan£t)t> ap-\ 
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pointed James Peter Axflfe, Efq'.'agent of fupplies for the prefidency 
bf Madras in December 1780, when there was a great fcarcity of* 
jftoVifions at that fcttlemcnt: That the defendant gave him fifteen*; 
{ter cent, commiflion, though Auri A had only required the ufual 
commiflion, which was five per cent, as the defendant well knew : 
That he aKo appointed Auriol agent for the fupply of the other pre- 
fidencies t That he fcandalojflv antf illegally ri« d irtd this agency to 
be a reward for his lung and 1 honors fcr\ ices as feci<*ttry :* That 
his gain at fiftun pei cent, hueg exorbitant, Mr. Hafiings, on the 
25th of M.pch 1782. 1 educe 1 it to five per cent, on all the expen- 
co mf freight, ,&v. and fi'^cn pci cent, on the pm chafes: That the 
prmifions fupplicd vcm fit n bid, not igreriblr to unifiers, of fhort 
, weight; and that Mr. Hafiings diicounged all jufi inquiiy into fuch 
complaints, 

Tl it* ividcnce upon this agency is fo exceed!in ly clear, and all 
that is important Igs in 10 very naru vv • con pafi, that I fliall not 
, tjl.c op much of your foirdfliips’ tin c in Kfuiing to it. 
x It appi i * tbar a very early confequcnce of Hydcr’s invafion of 
the Cam 1 tic w is, .m < ■ffeme fcarcity «f grain at Midras, and a 
•ftron^ app:.hm‘*.i > ct famine, uuVfs 1 cloved by ihe exertions of 
the Beng.l ,»»\« .iv.xnt. C nnduahlc fupplhs of piovifions were 
fern from 1 . ngil in the months of O. tober and November 1780. 

Sir F.yrt C x) h e, who arrived at M idras early in November 1780, 
gave th Mr. Hafiings a mofi gloomy piiSturc of the fiate of the Car¬ 
natic, and fhnkly told him, that Madras mufi depend upon him 
for men, money, and pmvifiuns. '\ he government of Fort St. 
George made fimihr repu ft Marions, md thev were farther enforced 
by the mofi pi effing private letters from Mi. Smith, the Governor 
of Madras, to Mr. Hafiings. 

It was in this fiate of a Hairs-, that Mr. Auriol the fcerctary pro- 
pofed to contract for the fupplv of a very confiderable quantity of 
grain and provilions. to be delivered on certain tcims at Madras, 
or, as their want-. wcic mofi: uigent, to furnifii every pofliblc afiifi- 
anca, aMjftobe indulged with the ufual commiflion for his trouble ; 
the lattlFpropofal was accepted, and Mr. Auriol was appointed agent 
of fuppiies with a commiflion of 15 per cent. Now, my Loids, 
thb\laii.«gcrs alien that the ufual commiflion of merchants was 5 
per cent, 'and they have proved it to be fo: But the defendant's 
•counfvl, on the other hand, have brought full proof, that where 
(fores are furnifhed by individuals in the Company’s fervicc, the 
commiflion has been 15 per cent.; fo that there oan be no doubt, 
i>ut that when Mr. Auriol propofed to take the ufual commiffiqn, 
|e moult tfofc «Hflmiflion which every perfon in the Company’s 
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fervice, when employed to purchafe flores, ; % provifions, did a&mlLyv 
receive. 

.. * The fupplles required at Fort St. George wc;re fo very confider- 
able, that the commiffion of 15 per cent, though fixed agreeably to 
cftabliflicd practice, was reduced to 5 per cent, an all charges. The 
Court of Directors, in July 17 82, expreffed their difapprob^tion- 
of this agency, and it was accordingly annulled. But, my Lords* 
it is absolutely impoflible for any fair or candid man to read the 
evidence which has been given upon this charge, without concurring 
entirely in the juftice of the exprefiions faid to have been uttered in 
another place *—“ That Mr. Haftings had the merit of having 
"faved a whole people from pcrifhing by famine, and of doing.it in 
the mod {economical way poflible.”—It appears by the letter* on 
your Lord (hips minutes, that Lord Macartney, after he had fucceeded 
to the government of Fort St. George, expreffed his fenfc of the. 
exertions of the Bengal Government in the ftrongeft terms. He at¬ 
tributed the prcfcrvntion of the Carnatic to the ze'alous and judicious 
efforts and exertions of the Governor General and Council. 

On the 31ft of October 1781, Lord Macartney, in a letter to 
the Court of Directors, fays, “ I am happy to do juftice to the 
Governor General and Council of Bengal, for their great exertiopsj 
in fupplying us with money and provifions; to thofe exertions 1 eon- 
fidcr the prefervation of this fettlemcnt to be in a great meafiut; 


owing.” 

Your Lord (hips will find, on a comparifon between the expert 
of the rice furnifhed by contract, and of that which was fupplied 
under the agency of Mr. Auripl, that the latter was a cheaper and 
by far a better mode of fupply, and indeed it icems now to be the 
univerfal opinion of gentlemen in office in India, that it is infinitely 
more for the advantage of the public fervice, more efpecially in time 
of war, to confide in agents, who arc men of honour, than in con¬ 
tractors. r 

The Commons allcdge, that the provifions furnifhed by Mr. Au- 
riol were of a bad quality ; but it is fully efiablifhed by the evidence, 
that infinite pains were taken to procure provifions of the bed qua¬ 
lity, that thole endeavours were attended with the completed fuccefs, 
except in the indance, where the applications from Madras were fp 
exceedingly prefling, that the agents bought up rice wherever it could 
be procured, and a fmall part of it being expofed to the rain, be¬ 
came damagedj and in another indancc, a few bags of rice were 


* By Mr. Pitt, when he oppofed this charge in the late Houfc of Con- • 
mons, iu1 April j787, 
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jftbleo. Thefe, I thinly are the only inftanccs of failure, both of 
which were owing to accident, in the execution of this agency; an<|> 
it;appears to me, that Mr. Haftings could not have placed fo im¬ 
portant a trull in better hands. 

- The next, and fHb clolirg all gation in this article, is the agency 
of Mr. Belli. Mr. Haflings is charged with granting this agency 
on very extravagant terms, to his private fccrctary. The evidence 
fetsE this tranfatSfion alfoin fo very clear a point of view, that I ima¬ 
gine I need not dctiinyotir Lordlhips with many obfeivations upon 
it. Of the propriety of keeping up a proper fupply of provilions in 
Fort William, none of your Lordfhips will entertain a doubt. A . 
reference was made by the Bo.ud to three merchants in Calcutta, in 
order to know what would be the rate of commiHion at which a cer¬ 
tain quantity of provifions, of a pcrilhablc nature, could be kept* in 
Fort William. The merchants iep< tted that the fcrvicc could not 
be done for lefs than twenty per cent. By examining the accounts 
of a ftorc-keepcr, it appeared, that on many of the ai tides furnilhed 
by him, there had been a lofs of ninety ptr cent.; and the Board 
ultimately fixed the allowance at thi:t\ per cent. General Claver- 
llrongly oppof.d the terms of fins agency, and calculated that 
She profits would amount to thirty thousand poun *s in thuc years. 
Mr. Haflings feeling the language in wl ieh the dilllnt was couched 
as in fome degree perfonal, after con*ro\" r’ \ < Ki M Clavering’s 
calculations, declare J, that the a-coutu*- of the : p ins ihould be open 
to the infpedion of the Company, and that if iho < ireiMors thought 
the profits too great, he would be rcfponfible for Mi. Beilis paying 
the^urplus into the public trcafuiv. Mr. Ha'rrn"' Vdcd, that the 
proper fupply ot Fort William with every rc',uitite for a liege, was 
a concern for which, as.Govern >r of that gmikn, he was especially 
refponfible, and that he had confided the charge to a man who he 
ktlew would difeharge tire duty with fidelity and honour. 

The directors, my Lords, thought proper to adopt all the calcu¬ 
lations p£General Clavering; ih.u is, tl.cv fuppofed that the profits 
of this agency would amount to thirty' thonfand pounds in three years; 
they direct, thereiniy, that the agency be recks*»d to 1 Event v percent. 
^qd,that Mr. Hafiings fhould pay, or raufe to be paid, ten thoufand 
pc^jrifis into the treafury. Before this order rcchcd Bengal, Mr. 
Belli, *in tire form of a contract, was bound to fupply Fort William 
with provifions for five years, tiom September 177-1, on the terms 
of his agency: When the letter of the directors was referred to 
Mr. Belli* he declared that it would be abfoJut-Iy nr.poilible for him 
fd'go on at twenty per cent. ; and he was convinced that the direc¬ 
tors Would defire him to pay ten thoufand pounds, when they 
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'knew that his |yhole- profits for a very troubleforhe 

and precarious Agency, had nor exceeded that fum : That thedired-., 
tors, adopting General Clavering’s castrations, concluded' thfltvfie 
had made thirty thoufand pounds in three years, <Jf which they pwv ;1 
mitted him to retain twenty, and to pay the other ten into the pub-, 
lie treasury; whereas, in truth, he had made but ten thaufond; 
pounds, only one half of the profit which the Company were willing 
to allow him. t 

My Lords, this representation was tranfmitfed to the directors,, 
and I can only fuppofc they conceived it to be perfectly fatisfodory, 
from the circumftance of their total filcnce on that fubjecl, from the 
year 1780 to this day. H 

Part of the (tores laid in by Mr. Belli were fold in December 
1784; the price charged to the Company for thofe (tores was two 
thoufand fix hundred and ninety pounds—they fold for four thfi'ufand 
five hundred and twenty pounds. The circumftancc was noticed 
to the Company, and in the anfwer of the directors, dated in March 
1787, they fpcak in very high terms of the afluiuity and fidelity of 
Mr. Belli. My Lords, this gentleman came to England ip 178^, 
and continued fome years, to be exantined as a witnefs; but the- 
managers not chufing to call him, and Mr. Ha flings, unwilling tdf* 
detain him longer at a manifed inconvcnicncy, die returned in the 
year 1793 to Bengal; he had remained beyond the period preferibed 
by law, and it was ncceifary that he fhould be re-appointed to the 
fcrvice, by a vote of three fourths of the directors, and three fourths 
of the proprietors: He had the pleafilre and fatisfadion, however, 
of having been unanimoufly re-appointcd by both thofe refpc&ahle 
bodies ; and it certainly appears, both in the infiance of this genfie- 
rmn and Mr. Auriol, that Mr. Haftings fixed upon men of fair 
and honourable chara&ers to execute two very important agencies. 

I have now, my Lords, gone through the whole of the fourth 
article. It was preferred by the Commons on two grounds.*rr*The 
firft, as the managers ftated, in order to repel a defence which they 
fuppoied Mr. Hafiings might fet up, againfi the articles called Be- . 
nares, and the Princdfcs of Oudc. It was prefumed, that he 
would defend himfelf from thofe charges, on • the plea of State'- 
neccffity; and the managers attempted to prove to your Lordfiiipg, . 
that all the money obtained from Benares and Oude, was expended 
in thefe improvident contra&s and agencies. YourLordfhips, who 
have heard the defence of Mr. Hafiings, well know, that though 
he has fully proved the necefiity under which he laboured, and that" 
India was in foil faved by the meafures he adopted while at Benares 
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^;dui not ill any di tg wid ^ Wj>lb defence upon thagfcgtound, but re> 
-lied upon the juftice oftheaXs themfelves for his exculpation. 

• *tThe'feobnd charge id this article is, that he gave thefe contraXs 
"and agencies, in order to acquire far his, dependants exorbitant 
wealth, and to fecurc himfelf from punirtiment for the many un- 
jullifiable aXs.by him done and committed, from the undue influ¬ 
ence which he fhould acquire by this mode of difpenfing favours. 

Mr. Crofres, to whom the bullock contract was given, had cer¬ 
tainly none of thofc political connexions which arc alluded to in the 
charges; and that gentleman, as I am informed, died infolvent, 

• after Mr. Haftings had quitted India. 

, . Mr. Suit van, who had the opium contraX, though he was the 
fbn of a gentleman who had been often the Chairman of the Eaft- 
In 4 ia Company, had the opium contraX for the fame period, and 
•on the fame terms with Mr. Mackenzie, and to the Litter gcntlc- 
tnati it was given unanimoufly in 1777, and renewed to him by 
.anunanimbus vote of the Council in 17 80. • 

3 Jsfyr. Auriol, who had the agency far provilions, was the public 
jfecretaryof the Gbvernment of Bengal—-a gentleman of very fair 
charaXsr, whofe honourable difehatge of fo important a trull evinced/ 
*the propriety of Mr. Haftings’s feleXion. 

• . Mr, Belli, whd fupplied the garrifori of Fort William with pro- 
: vlfions, was the private fecretary of Mr. Mailings—a man, whofe 
j^obity was fully acknowledged by the Court of DireXors and the 
stal'd of CoptrOl, and to circumfcri^ed in his fortune, that he was 
tfonferthe neccflity of returning again to India two years ago, in the 
■Company’s fcrvicc. 

• *Sir Eyre Coote was known to be at the point of death when the 
letter was written, which laid the foundation of this part of the 
charge, and it does not appear, upon any fair reafoning, that Mr. 
■Mailings, in any of thefe tranfaXions, had an idea of eftabliflung 
a political. intereft in this country, which might fereen himfelf from 
Jftftilhtfecnt, or even from inquiry. I will not detain your Lord- 
HKps any longer, and beg leave to move, “ That the Commons 

made (pod the charges alledged againft'Warren Mailings, Efq. 
cOntained in the fourth article, refpeXing the opium contraX, the 
jfoHiggling the opium to China, the 'allowances to Sir Eyre Coote, 
tl*e bullpck contraX, the agencies of Mr. Auriol and Mr. Belli." 


f The Bilfaop of ROCHESTER faid, he would trouble their 


^nrdfhips with a few words upon the only one of the five allegations 
gib this article, on which the fmallctl degree of doubt exillcd in his 
i&iftcT; he meant the opium contraX granted to Mr. Sufivan in 
If7 81. .The opium contraX had, he obferved, been much .relied 

-1 . > . 1 Sir 
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on by Ac Managers, and certaifeplfcd fr iic ffiatten ded wiA circuty- 
fiances of a qugjtionablc nature, fckMtyp-W (hew in what figtt he 
underfiood Ai^art of the fourth Jiis LordAip referito fa 
the material parts of the evidence', beginning wiA taking noripeiof 
Ae letter of Ae Directors to Ae Council, March 29, 1774, di¬ 
recting that all contrails (hould be publicly advdhifed, fealed pro- 
pofals received, and the preference given to Ae loweft bidder, An¬ 
cient fccurity for his faithful difchaige of die conditions of Ids too* 
traft: being at the fame time taken. He next traced all Ae trim- 
factions in evidence, from Ae granting it to Mr. Mackenzie in 
1777, on a contra ft for three years, to the fale of it by Mr. Bean 
to Mr. Young in April 1781, including the cenfure conveyed by 
the Direftors in their letter of December 23, 1778, on the Couh* 
cil, for having omitted to advertife for propofols, previous to their 
contracting with Mr. Mackenzie for Aree years. The learned Pre¬ 
late fully concurred wiA Lord Thurlow, in thinking it very ckM* 
ordinary that Ae charge omitted to notice the contraft granted to 
Mr. Mackenzie in 1780: He referred to Ae minute of the Bqafd* 
in which Mr. Haftings recommended to Ae Council, that the opium 
contraft be granted to Mr. Stephen Sulivan for four years Ae ns 
folution of the Council fo to grant it, Ae reduction of th£ penalty 
on the opium contraft, Ae abolition of Ae infpeftors, and the fold 
of the contraft by Sulivan to Mr. Benn for 350,000 ficca rupees 
before Ae execution of any part of Ae contraft. His LordAip di¬ 
lated upon the evidence of Mr. Benn and hlr. Young, and made Ji 
variety of obfervations upon each foft -dated by Aem, as he came to 
Ae mention of it, Aewing what grounds of a jultificatory nature 
had been cftabliAed by Ae teftimony of Ae witnefies to qualify thefts 
fafts, and prove Aat they, had neiAer originated from a corrupt l©0-\ 
tive nor a crimial intention on the part of Mr. Hading. 

The learned Prelate foid, there wal*certainly no proof Aat Mb. 
Haftings knew any thing of the tranfaftion9 between Sulivan, Bents 
and Younge; at Ae fame time, if the contraft had been publicly ad¬ 
vert! fed, and there had been oAers to bid low. Young would nave 
taken it from Ae Company at Ac price which he gave Benn for it, 
and in that event the Company would have gained Ae fourteen 
thoufond nine hundred pounds a year, for five years, which was diw 
vided between Benn and Sulivan: But, his LordAip foid, he 79s 
at a lofo how to treat the ignorance of the whole Board on this fub- 
jeft of opium, after they had taken every pains to get information. 
As a crime exclufively in Mr. Haftings, and as a crime meriting im¬ 
peachment, it might be the ground of a civil aftion from Ae Com¬ 
pany, if they had thought proper totally to forget the many impor- 
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to^um alone branch of mwrc. 

(foot believe that any Menfcpio&the Board conceives tha 


Hc.did 
'that the D>» 

^reftor$* orders illative to cohtrafts, applied to this branch of the 
^public revenue. The Company, however, entertained \ery differ 
£rent and more grateful fentiments towards Mr. Haftings ; die pro- 
4 printers had repeatedly returned him thtir thanks, and on his final. 
^refignatibn of thefervice, and after his ariival in England, the Court 
jf t&reftors unanimoufly returned him their thanks, for his long, 
pithful, and important fervieds—your Lordflups will find them in 
^jhwdcnce. The learned Prelate therefore contended, that until he 
was better informed, he 11' )uld continue to believe that there was 
really no crime charged which could be properly cognizable by im¬ 
peachment, and that it was a matter between Mr. Haftings and the 
Eaftr India Company. 

Earl of CAERNARVON faid, he was induced, by what 
Jlad fallen from the learned Prelate, to detain them for a iingle mi- 
nute, and it (hould be but for a minute: He faid, that bv the aft 
W 13th of the preflnt King, the Governor General and Comt¬ 
ek were to obey all orders ifilled by the Directors ; that, therefore, 
.the,not ftrivertifing and putting a contiaft to public auftion was a 
'^jjtoach of their ilanding orders. His Lordlhip added, that it was 
fMity neceffary to teprobate every improper expenditure of the pub- 
J w money: And the noble Earl then read in exunft from a letter 
yv£fcten by Mr. Haftmgs to the Diteftors, in which he tells them, 

S thr ferviae is loaded w ith gentlemen of high connections m Eng- 
,* 4ho expeft to acquire rapid imtuncs, and art fent out to In¬ 
fill with thatview folely. 

$.ftcr fever il ftrong ani mid verfions on the granting the opium con- 
19 ^ for four years tolMi. Suhvan, who neither poflefled, nor pre¬ 
tended to pofleft,^ any knowledge refpefting the iubjeft of his fcon- 
fistft, nor any iktll in the bufinefs, and who immediately fold it at 
$ cqnftderable profit to Mr. Bcnn, his Loidthip proceeded to notice 
^nwHfpnrt of tbe c:urg{frclpectir^ opium, namely, the Governor 
^tejfcnls hiving difhohoured the Britifh Government in India, 
■jBgVi dl juabedits gjredtf, by lending his countenance to the ftnuggling 
.{hfdej^eh ne fuffered to be carried fin ii» the article of opium to 
• when he, at the fame time, well knew that the importa- 
opium was f&bidden, under fevere p* naltics, by the Chi- 
! Government; tint article ltfelt is liable to be barnt, iffeized, 
veflel 0nt imports it to be confifeoted, and the Chtnefe, in 
le cuftody H tr«fy be found for (ale, to be punifhed with death. 

fome pointed remarks on the fcandalous nature of 


tl< 



*» 


thevwholc of ’the Governor CWllft in ftfc particufat, 

and reprobatccj^: feverely. In 0%^ tg^&tftratc and fupport ilia 1 
argument refpSing it, he read a the fupra-caigpb* at 

China and Canton," in which they* ^ *that if the Captafh had 
obeyed his orders, the opium might have been ibid tp great Advan¬ 
tage ; but they »svert? afraid that public interefts had been fadrifjeed 
to private advantages. * * 

The Biihop ot ROCHESTER rofe again* and faid, that h£' 
did not really c tpedf the nobk Earl would have drawn an argument 
from the lettv of the lapra-cargocs at Canton, to criminate M^* 
Haftlngs lor giving the opium contrail to Mr. Snip an: It furehL 
wis fr path evidence. The fupra-eargocs ccnfuicd tnc Captain * 
the ihip freighte d with opium to China, and attributed it to hiipi 
or to otht rs, tlwt it did not turn out a much more beneficial advent 
ture, the Captain as loudly confuted the fupri-cargoes: and ColO- ( 
n"! Watfon has proved, that thougli the bufjnefs was new an<J 
very much mifman lged, it dill was a voiy profitable concern foj T 
the Company. • 

The Earl of MANSFIELD faid, that he l^d been lately mo 
much employed to look minutely into t|u 1 vidcnce t11 the dififcrcnt 
contrails, and, therefore, he fiiould #rlnr to d;liver UQF.fcnti- 


ments at the prefent niomeni, hut he d< 1 red to be underftood 13^ 
ther as hiving lufp' n Ld bp opinion, than*as not having forngcu 
one upon the fubjcJ. 1 hert wasoni point, however, on which 
he could not confcienuoufly w ithhold them—a point oq -which his 
opiiiion had never varied, from the firft moment tha<,i^was men** 
tioned —he mtttnt the extra allowances granted to Sir Eve Cooto ; 
and he was deftroys and anxious to communicate his fentimedti 
upon tint chaige to*tluir Lordfliips. The lurl declared, ih^in 
gianting thofe allowances, he not only aonceived the condilH of Mr* 

I ladings to be highly juftifiable, but ftri&ly meritorious. 

The LORD CHAN CELLOR faid, that he would not detain 
their l^ordihips a moment. He wifhed only jto obferve, that UT 
every inftancc but the bullock contrail-—and thpre he thou$ffcfoc 
terms too high—the evidence clearly proofed, that die defence 
had ailed profufely and improvidently, as well as contrary to thg 
exprefs orders of the Dire&ors; and therefore he was of opim^ 
that the Commons had made good the charge. 

The motions were then foverallv put, tfod foe Not-contttjpr 
had it. ' * , 

It was next moved, that the Commons had. made good the re¬ 
mainder of the impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq. vfo&j* 
was alfo negatived; add the icfolutiors, having been f^nl <dr<aj fn 
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/#nfes, were otdfred.flvjfo liUt^l to the Houfe on die following 

1%. 

tft April 

Lord WAI|SINGHAM, as chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole Hoitfe, oi| the charges of die iinpeaehment^agund Warren 
Hayings, Efq. brought up the report ot the Committee, when the 
*sefohitkms were read over by the reading clerk. 

Lead TllURLOW then movtd, that the faid report be taken 
into confideration next Monda) fc’nnight.—Ordered. 

Tburfchft, Qd April 

No debate.—-Adjourned till 

Monday, 13 th 4 pnl 

The Earl of MANSFIELD niqyed an addrefs cf congra»ula- 
fipp to the King) on the happy union efTe&ed between his Ro)al 
Highnefs die Prince of Wales and her Royal Highnefs^hc Princcfs 
Caroline of Brunfwicx; as alio a finnlar addrefs to the Qpecn and 
Pdhce—Agreed to unanimpufly. 

His jLordfiiip pi fled a mgnrijtcd eulogium on that happy union, 
J uki enum^ated the various and manifold bleflings and advantages 
'tow mud accrue to thi$ country frt xci ths'coniinuatiou ot the illuf- 
*'tttais Houfe of Brunfwick omfehc 1 hronc. 

"JSarl SJ^SNCER moved. That the Houfe be fummoned for to- 
#Vpte an addrefs of thanks to Admit al Hot ham, the of- 
WjtypSmb feamenof the Englifli fleet in (he Mediteflltocan, for their 
conduit in the lqtc naval alhon with the Fre^&i, and for the 
gktakm? vidtmy gained over the enemy on thatogcafion. 

The Earl of LAtJJ[)ERDALE oppofed the motion, alledging 
it was a matter of doubt to him whether a victory was gained 
pt, He did not with to oppofc fud| a motion, if it was truly 
^Hhed to pay every tribute of gratitude and thanka to the 
andt gallantry of both officers and men, but be would be 

P Ut the noble EarLfwuld produce documents to fatisfy the Houfe 
Itead^-—The nation was agreed to. 

MoMrI WALSINGHAM (as Chaqpnan of the Committee to 
the oeq^deration of the evidence adduced on the part of the 
and in defence of the defendant Warren Haftings, Efq. 
lytea rflft&ed) presented the report, containing twenty-four re- 
; .wha^th* fame was read a firft time. 

Walfl gwn Aid, that not having had ar$ opportunity, 
ja which he had the faedbur to be placed, as 





/j«p; 

Cfagrman of the Committee, opinion upon te 

fubjeft of the itfolutions theft befbtfcthc Houfe; and as be had.no 
with to conceal from the Houfe wig^hat, opinion was, he void’d 
take the liberty of dating it to the tfolile, as fhortly as he could, 
and without arguing it at large. He faid, the principle upon Which 
he meant to aft was this; to acquit Mr. Haftings whenever h$ ap¬ 
peared to have a&ed clearly for the public fcrvicc, or wherever any 
doubt arofe fo far in point of law, as that the uwft learned authori¬ 
ties in the Houfe differed in their conftru&ion of the law upon Che 
fubjedt. r * 

Upon this principle he was bound to acquit Mr. Haftings on th^ 
Benares and Begum charges, becaufe his only objedt was the Com¬ 
pany's advantage, without any view of felf-intereft in the cafej" 
therefore thinking as Mr. Haftings did, though Lord Walfinghafli'* 
might have acted differently, yet Mr. Haftings adted right in KSI 
own opinion f. and his Lordfhipi faid it could be proved from the* 
written, and ftill more from the parole teftimony of almoft every 
witnefs, dint they were ail convinced at the time, and even xxrifr < 
continued in the belief, that tljc condudt of the Begums was difefi-" 
fedted towards the Eaft*India Company during the rebellion of 1 . 
Cheyt Sing. In fadt, Mr* Hafting»fl(kcd himfclf and his own 
reputation for the good of the ftfvice alone; had he femaine<Lu 
quietly at Calcutta, he might have faVed himfelf from the poffibilit^ 
of blame, but the Vizier would have %ad no claim to any of thoty^ 
benefits to whiih he was^cntitlcd by the treaty of Chunar, near would 
the Company w have recovered that debt from the Vitaer which ‘ 
it Was fo matdj^Ksr them to n ceive at that time. 

Upon the nlm principle he was bound to acquit him upon th|r‘ 
prefent given through Sadanund, becaufe he took it with a vicwjJO* 
forward an expedition which he thought effential, and which die 
Council objected to, becaufe of the cxpcncc. 

As to the prefent to the Rtf) a of Bcrar, he thought it impo6tbfa-f$‘ 
pronounce him guilty of dipt charge, becaufe the Commons had. 
(probably from miftakc) charged him to have given it in the au&Knri 
of the year 1780, whereas tiic money that htfgave for that purpofe, 
and at that time, was die Dinagcpotc money, w r hich was not in 
charge at all; and the Patrri money, which was in .Charge, wag 
not given till March 1781; and therefore the charge Was certain^ 
literally fpeaking, not made out—but even if t( had been proved a& 
the Commons intended, it would certainly have fallen, as would 
that from Sadanund, within the a<ft of ^773, having been carried 
to die Company^ account. * * ‘ , 

He faid, the prtfent from Nundoolol was not made out, iirppirft 
x 
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Evidence* fo as to to pronounce it to be an high crime 

and mifileineinor. v v (P v ' 

..... The pi dent irom ^e,3fcfer, v and that fiom Nobkiflen, flood 
. indeed in a very different light ;i*«Jnd although they were not illegally 
taken, yet he fliouid have thought them improperly taken, even it 
• they had been taken, for the foie ufe of th« Company—: but ftill 
fopre fo, if they were taken, (as in fad they appeared to be) with 
a.remote view to Mr. HaftingsTown benefit. That which was 
' token ifirpm Nobkiflen, was not tofccjuftified with refped toNob- 
; lefften; but that w’as not in. charge. The prefent* from the Vizier 
was not to be junified, bceaufe ha .was at that time in fo much dif- 
,*trcfs, that his own troops Were upon the point of mutinying for 
want of pay, and he had net credit enough -to*, .borrow one hundred 
.fopufand pounds, which he wanted fix. weeks afterwards, for the 
pprppfc of paying off certain cftablifhmcnts which were to be abo- 
difhed by the treaty of Chunar, v^ifoput making ufe of Middleton’s 
affiftance to enable him to complete the loan: At the fame time his 
‘tviibte revenue, which, by Middleton's account* v.-qn not fifteen 
Ajundrcd tffoufand pounds a year nett money, was made over in-af- 
flgnmcnt to the Company .for the debt*, which the Nabob owed them, 
a$iou^>ng to about five he^hdred thoufand pounds,.'and for die cur¬ 
rent claims which the Companjjfoad upon him for theyear tyS'i ; 

’ which amounted to above feven hundred thoufai#< pounds more, 
.eKelufivc of all the Nabob’# arrears to his own civil and military 
efl&bUfhmpnts. And therefore, as a partof Mr. Huttings’$ pro¬ 
fit fled objedf in his delegation .to Oudc, was to relieve the dittreffes 
Vizier, his Lordfhip would certainly hajHkor^nccd him 
<flpwy of a high crime and mi&emeanor in thuwPiving added to 
in** if it .had not been for the arguments o#‘a noble and karned 
Kurd. ' f 

.‘uHf then went into a difeuflion of thofe.arguments: He faid, if 
4 &»ndcrttood them rightly, Mr. Hafhngs could neither be voted 
by the common,, nor by thp ftagNRc law, for having received 
As to the flatute law, the ad of 1773 was complied with, 
saving carried *he one, and offered the other, to the ufc of 
^Company: If. the Company had font him no anfwer for above 



.Itiwai faid' t ; he eouldt.not be con v idled by the common law, be- 

f ’the charge muft ttate that the prefcnt was illegally mid corruptly 
», whig^ i^^bsafo of foe Vizier, was not Mated. It Was 
, .the reward,. orbrpkage, or.confiderafion fox 







which it was taken; which was not’ & ftatedj'eirher in the cafe of 
the Vizier, dr of Nobkilfen; nor did the charge mention any thing* 
of its being a crime cither of extortionpr' Cppreffion. 

• At the fame time, faid his Lordftiip, *he was free to confefs tliat 
the a!rguments of the hoble and learned Lord upon the wooffedk 
made a very confideratflc impreflion upon his mind ; but where two' 
fuch learned authorities differed, the fafeft way for a Judge was to 
take the mildeft fide, and to lean in favour of the defendant, who 
from his character and fituatipn was certainly entitled to all die fa¬ 
vour that the Houfe could fliew him, wherever that favour could be. 
fhewn with juftice. v 

As to the contracts,' he fincerely wifhed he could acquit hini 
upon all of them ; but it appeared to him, that with refpeft to the t 
opium contract he broke the orders of the Company, for the purgjft^' 
only of benefiting Mr. Sulivan, whom.he muft have known he 
waS about to benefit at the Company’s expence. =•■>-. 

Mr. Sulivan was at that time a young man, was juft come 
to India, and was already'appointed Judge Advocate, and had alfo 
a fituation in Mr. Ilaftings’s family; fo that he couldTmdcrftand 
very little of the culture of opium, nor^ccrtild he refidc upon the.* 
fpot, which, it appears by the evidence^roe contractors fhould do, 
for the benefit and feeurity of thc^Hots. He was the fon o£*My< 
Sulivan, who wit; at that time chairman of the India Houfe, and 
was Mr. Haftings’s friend and protc&o^ when he flood in need ojf 
all the protection he could obtain, from the numerous'enemies with 
which' he* was furrounded ; but that will not juftify Mr. Halting. 
for facritieing thMhtefeft of his employers in a moment of fo much 
diftrefs, to makemc fortune of Mr. Sulivan. v 


At the fame time jet it be Hated, and he fincerely hoped it might 
make a favourable ititpreilion upon the mind of their. Lordfttip^ 
that all the revenue which the Company have at any. time derivifcdj^ 
and are now deriving, from 4 he article of opium, is entirely. owin|* 
to Mr. Haftings, who refcuc?Ht from the hands of the Patna GoifcM 
cil, to whom it was a perquisite; and that revenue from the-yottf? 
1772, when it was transferred to the Cdtnpany, cannot have- 
amounted. to lefs than two millions fterling up to this tithe. - ’ 

But if the contract had beefl advertifedas the Diredtors h£d. 
dered,. it would have produced tb the Company at leafi&n 
a year more than it did produce during this fouf years for w&icaSvi- 
liyin held it: It did produce a great deal more during the fubfequenl 
four years for which Sir John Macpherfon advertifed k; it produced 
more ftill; during the next four years for which Lord'Cornwaljit 
advertifed it; and yet in thofe ccntrads a qlaufe was mfe^ted, gtv- 
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log tD the Company $he power to revoke* the contract if they thought 
fit, which claufe did not intimidate the contradfors from bidding, as 
it was fuppofed’it might, and ought to have been inferted in Sulivan’s 
coAtradf, It was, however, but ju(lice to Mr. Haftings to remark, 
that the preceding obfervations applied equally to the contract grant¬ 
ed unanknouflv to Mackenzie, wh ; ch the Commons had not charg¬ 
ed to be criminal; and it was certainly true, as a noble and learned 
( lord had obfcrved,»that Matkrmic he Id the contrails prccifelv for 
the fame period, and upon the fame times, that Mr. Sulivan had 
held it. But as it w is granted to Mr. M ickenzic a fecond time, 
id fbon after the Diie^'K difapprobaiion of his firft contract, his 


Lordfhip was inclined to tn.lii.ve that the whole Board concdived die 
opium contract not to come within the rules preferibed for granting 
jMIprads in general. 

Upon Auriol’s agency for rice, he owned he had for a longtime 
had great doubts why fifteen per cent, was given, when Mr. Brodie 
^jitoved that five percent, wastheufual commiflion to merchants, 
■an^whenAuriol was very glad to take it when offered.to be reduced 
( tD five percent.; but in anfwer to this, Barwell proves that fifteen 
per cent, was the conftaat commiflion given for every article of fup- 
ply by the Government. Thio afiertion, though qot applied to 
this particular cafe, is yet proved by various points of evidence 
Which dircdlly fupport it; and above all, it is proved that Fergufon, 
Jh Apguft 1780, took the contradl at fix rupees and eight annas the 
Qkaund, Auriol, in December'i 780, offered to take it at the fame 

S , when Mr. Haftings propofed to him to take it upon a* com- 
on of fifteen per cent. And he called upon th$ Houle to obferve, 
that Brodie wrote word in September 1781, that all the rice which 
whs fo fent, was not only in general of a better quality, hut coft 
9^ote twenty per cent, lefs than that whidf was fupplied by con- 
imtft. If it is faid, that this only proved that the contract with 

fergufon was too high ; it is to be obfcrvcd, when the fame article 
advertifed in 1783, the lowed; terms offered were within four 
Ipqaa^f what Fergufon had received. 

Afeto influence, he did not fee with what view of influence this 
s^eflpy could be |jven: The charge indeed ftated, that it was given 
Auriol by way of reward for his fervices, but the moment 
Are agreed upon, Auriol left Calcutta for the benefit of 
ciltb, and the com million was executed by his brother till the 
iff September following. 

^'Aqjto Sir Eyre Cootc’s allowances, he agreed entirely with the 
£arl, {Lord Mansfield,) that Mr. Haftings did perfectly right 
m ttf t&tfthcm off, under me peculiar rircumftances of this' safe; 
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for it ffaould be remembered; that Mfi CrofWPfletter^j 
to pay them, was written at a time wheri Sir Eyre CodteV vfciy 
name was a vidtory, and when itwasbf the utmoft confcqucndp to 
the Company’s affairs that Sir Eyre fhduld re-affume die comniari^ 
of die army in the Carnatic, which in point of jufticc to his faibriijr 
he poflibly might have refilled to do, in the dangerous (late of health 
in which he then was, as the cxpence which that command WOul$i? 
require is known to be confidcrable. . *' / 

His Lordfhip therefore faid, if he had been in Mr. Haftings’s 
fituation he would ha^ done exadlly the fame thing. 

So he would with refpedt to the bullock centra dt, which was 
propofed by Sir Eyre Coote, who complained, as did the provincial * 
Commander in Chief, General Sdbbcrt, that the former contract 
was made upon fuch low terms, that the army fuffered cfTentUlly 
by it; and it would have been a very invidious talk, and Mr. Has¬ 
tings would have* had much to‘anfw$f for, had he taken upon hirti- 
fclf to rejedl a motion fo made by the Commander in Chief, in whofe 
department it immediately was, and who was himfclf to fee to thd 
execution of it in time of adlual fcrvicc s Nor were the profits etir 
ormous, as the charge dated; for Fergafon’s letter, fupported by 
tire declaration of his book-keeper Farlie, proved that his profits 
were not fifteen per cent, fubjedt to bad debts to the amount of a lack 
of rupees, which* is no very enormous cumpenfation when it is con¬ 
fide red how great the rcfpoafibility is of fuch an undertaking, upofc 
which the very cxiflencc of the army muft depend, and alfb 
how great the rifk is ; for, if the Marattas had entered the pro¬ 
vinces, as was expedted, Fergufon mud haw been utterly ruined^’ 

Nor did he fee any thing to objedt to in the contradl with Belli j 
the fupply of the garrifon with provifions, &cc. was held tobe ma¬ 
terial when it was prdpofed in 177 8, in which opinion even Mr. 
Francis himfelf concurred; that it was well executed, appears toy 
the provifions having fold tor above thirty per cCnt. more than they 
.cofl: Government; that the merchants were wrong in fuppofiog 
twenty per cent, would be a fufficient agency, is proved by Johrifpn’s 
account of the adlual profit and lofs; which upon fomc articles wa» . 
ninety percent. 

His profits, he declares upon his honour,'were but ten per cent.,., 
which did not amount, upon the average, to three thou&nd a yiear. 
Though the diredlors intended to reduce his contradt to twenty per 
cent., that \s, as much again as he aftually received—his charadfep 
is fpoken to in the higheft terms by Sir Eyre Coote ; and afterward* 
by Sir John Macpherfori, and by Mr. Stables, when Mr. Bdli lefi 
India. 

^Vol.XLH. 3C 





yHshfeg thus touchet!\ipon fli6 principal points of. the refohitions. 


wf thc Committee, his Lordfhip (aid, he felt the good fenfe of an 
obforvation that had been made by a learned Lord, (Lord Loughbo- 
i&tfgh) that the Httufc was trying die cafe, and not the man, and 
therefore he would forbear to travel at large into the wide field which 
prefented itfclf before them, of Mr. Haftings’s general merit and 
fervices; but fo far he thought he might be at liberty to fay, that in a 
fituation the rnoft important, and under circumftances the moft try¬ 
ing and the moil mortifying in which'’any public man ever flood, he 
had, by his exertions and by the ilrength at^ vigour of his mind, 
preferved an empire to the nation, which without thofc exertions 
might have been- loft to it for ever. 

Lord THURLOW moved, that the refolutions contained in the 
Report be read one by ohe, and a queftion put upon each. 

The firft refolution was read accordingly; and then the LORD 
CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, and faid it appeared to him, that 
jhe only queftion that could be put in that ftage of the bufinefs was, 
** That the Report do lie on the tabic.” His Lordfhip obferved, 
that the Report could not poffibly be made the ground of any eflen- 
tial future proceeding; if however any noble Lord had it in his con¬ 
templation to follow it up with any future proceeding, it ought to 
be ftated to the Houfe what was to be the objedf of that propofed 
future proceeding, that their Lordfhips might fee their way, and 
Itnow to what meafuYes they were to be induced. For his own part, 
he (aw no poffiblc ufe that could be drawn from putting a vote upon 
each refolution contained in the Report. If by a refolution of the 
Hdttfc, the Report was agreed to in toto , no practical end would be - 
anfwercJ. A refolution of the Committee Would not conclude any 
noble Ljgjrd as to his ulterior vote in Weftminfter Hall, nor indeed 
Would a refolution of the' 1 Houfe fo conclude him. Not having 
changed his-own opinion fincc he had been in the Committee, he 
fhould certainly be inclined to find the’’ defendant guilty on moft of 
the charges; and no proceeding that their Lordfhips could inftitute, 
'WOurtf* he believed, perfinde him to depart from the line of conduct 
%hieh he had hid down for liimfelf as to hi* ulterior vote on each 
charge in Weftminfter Hall. If the coming to a refolution upon 
the Report, would at all tend to accelerate the progrefs of the caufc, 
qriaid the due ^dminiftration of jufticc,' he fhould have no objection; 
.but cottiidering that no farther proceeding had been intimated, or, 
as for as the H >u<e was apprifed, was likely to be grounded on 
agreeing to it, he ideally was at a lofs to.imagine what other queftion 
cdiird be put than,- “ that the Report do lie on tire table.” He hoped 



, therefore that the noble and learned Lord 
and eonfent that the Report be laid on the table. 

' Lord THURLOW declared himfidf to be fotnewhsd;; 
at the fort of objection that had been zaifcd by the nobleahdi 
Lord to a qucftion, which might almoft be Hated to be a queiH^S 
form. He feared, however, if the noble and learned Lord’s reft*’ 
foning had been right in every part of it, their Lordfhips had gon/St 
fomewhat too far, to fall in with it, without a violation.of order* 
and fomething like a grofs irregularity in the nature of their proceed¬ 
ings. The refolutions contained in the Report had been read once* 
and the firft of them had been diftindlly read a fecond time, which 
amounted to the fame thing as if the qucftion had been put upon it. 
The form of proceeding which he had moved, and in which the 
Houfe had already engaged, viz. reading the refolutions one* by 
one, and by putting a qucftion upon each, was neither. more not 
lefs than the ordinary courfc' of proceeding in all ftmilar cafes. 
When a report was brought from a Committee, either* on a bill, 
a petition, or any other matter fuhmitted to the investigation of d 
Committee, and upon which matter of reference they came to 
more than one refolution, it was the uniform practice of eirher 
Houfe of Parliament to difpofe of the report in fome mode or 
other, either to re-commit it, to negative fomc of the refolutions, 
and to agree with others, or to rcfolve their concurrence with the 
whole of die report. Undoubtedly, if the refolutions were all 
agreed to, it would not, as the noble and learned Lord had obferyed, 
conclude any individual Peer, as to his ulterior vote in Weftminfter 
Hall. He was perfectly aware that it did not, any more than agree¬ 
ing to the Report of a Committee to whom a petition had been re¬ 
ferred, on which the Chairman of that Cojnmittcc was directed to 
alk leave to bring in a bill on the fubjedt matter of that petition, 
conclude any one Member as to his giving his free opinion and v$tc 
in the difeuflion of the principle and claufes of fuch bill, when it 
Should come before either Houfe of Parliament. Every. Member 
well knew that each ftage of the bill was open to debate and oppoft- 
tion, and that their opinions and the mode of Hating them, were ndt 
in the fmalleH degree fettered or embarraiTed by their having agreed 
to the Report, which went no farther than to indicate the lort of bill 
to be brought in. They Were neverthclcfs free to objedt to the prin¬ 
ciple, to any of the claufes, and in Short to every part of the bill. 
that they chofe to reHH. The noble and learned Lord’s motion did 
what perhaps he was not himfelf aware of—-it went to countered) the 
original purpofe for which their Lordfhips had gone into aCom- 
mittee. He thought it had then been underftpod, that it would be 
. ^Cj 
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lOQT W ^vcnient for ^SRberarion to difcufs thC'Ovittence adduced oil 
■ thcjKrtof the profecution and defence in the form of a Committee 
than in a Houfe, and confequently he had no ideathat any noble 
would ebjedfcto difpofing of the Report in the ufual maimer 

t ail .Reports from Committees were difpofed of, and in the pre-' 
indansp it was more efp-cially proper, as the fulled: difeufiion 
of every pan bf the impeachment was defircahle, and no mode of 
. pfoceeding could admit of more opportunity cf free difeuflion, than 
Jtyt mode of reading the refutations cnc-by one, and putting a dlftinA 
.queftion upon each. 

’ The Earl of CAERNARVON, could not agree with the noble 
and learned Lord, but thought dire&ly the contrary. He fpoke from 
the noble and learned Lord’s own words, if he underlined them 
rightly, that the form of goinginioa Committee was adopted, for 
the fake of more free and ample ^ifeuflion of the evidence. Why 
then Ihould the noble and leaned Lord wUh-to commit the Houfe, 
by calling upon them to agree to the refutations come to by the Com- 
‘ mittec, and thus embarrafs tkeir ultimate vote in Weftminftcr Hail ? 
What end woulil it anfwer, or what ferviee would it do to the caufc ? 
It would merely fecurc the entry of their Lordfhips concurrence, if 
> they ihould concur with the refolutions of the Committee, upon their 
journals, which would ncceuiirily throw a difficulty in the way of 
their ulterior dccifion; and embarrafs all their future proceedings. 
Poflibly fome noble lairds might think it necellary to call for the 
opinion of the judges cn particular pints of evidence, that appeared 
to be matters of law, and perh ips he might himfelf with to have 
their opinion on one or two pants. The Houfe,.pending the trial 
In Weil minder Hail, had frequently thought it necelfary to oonfult 
the judges lYpon parts of the proceeding, that depended on legal con- 
ftrudlion, but they had never once been called upon or confultcd by 
the Committee, where their advice feemed to be the more ncceflary, 
as die cafe was reduced within a narrower eoir.pafs than before, and 
. the whole ground of difeuftion was conlincd to the evidence. Ilis 
Lorgfkip farther faid, that the judgement to be delivered in Weft- 
minder bfall was a matter of coiifcicutious opinion, and therefore 
he conceived that qo other queftion than that ftated by the noble and 
blamed Lord on the woolfack, vii. that the Report do lie upon the 
table,. could or ought to be put. 

■Lord THURLOW rofe again, and faid, the queftion fuggefted 
by tiie noble and learned Lord on the woolfack was dire&ly in the 
,t£eth of parliamentary ufage and precedent; whereas the inode of 
*froceeding that he had prepofed, and which the Houfe had in fadl 
..adopted, was confonant to tiie uniform pradlice of Parliament. 
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Whichever of tlte two inodes was ?dopte^W^f^is Lordihip rib-J 
fcTvcd, a matter of perfect indifference in itfclf; hot it would'he fa¬ 
tal, wrre their Lordfhips ralhly to fbrm a precedent altogether‘new, 
and diroSJy in defiance of the wifdom and experience of 
ccftors, who hsd. fittlcd a mode of proceeding fo*immt;diat<%»||^ 
reverfe of that contended fon The proceeding in Sachcvereii , s 
was Hated in the Report of the Cr shmittee appointed by theirLorehy 
(hips to fearch fi r precedents, and there their. Lcudfhips would fee, 
that although there were diffcrrnces of opinion refpceling partsofthc 
impeachment, the Houfe came to a vote upon each ar:idc before 
they delivered their verdidl in Weflminfler Hall: He therefore faw' 
no reafon why they fhouldnotin this inftancc do the fame, the more 
efpeciailv as it really concluded nothing that could efteci the judge¬ 
ment that each individual Peer fhould think it his ccmidcntiousdutyf 
to pronounce in Weftminfter ffalU-, v-; 

The Earl of LAUDERDALfiw#d, he had not attended^. 
Committee, neither did he mean totftke any part in the p rogrefs'fif 
the,caufe, for obvious rcafons ; but the prefent fubjedf of debate he’ 
confidered entirely to be a queHionof form, refpeCting which hr was 
at liberty to deliver his opinion, without in the fmallcfx degree,id-* 
terfering with the impeachment or the trial. He ^ould not help' 
thinking that the mode of proceeding contended for by the nobkand 
learned Lord (Thurlow), viz. to read the refutations cne hy one, 
and come to a diftindt vote upon each, would be, to be gqiltyaf,the 
height of ridicule and abfurdity.. It involved this ft range dilemma, 
and pofiible injuftice to the defendant; their Lordfhips rpight acquit 
him of all the charges in their Chamber of Bhrliament, and find, 
him guilty as a Court of JuHicc in WeHminfter Hall. Whatemtef 
vote they came to refpc&ing the trial in the Houfe, would, of couHe 
be entered on their journals; and if a verdict of a different 
fhnuld be pronounced by their Lordfhips. judicially, the defendsMt 
would have juft caufc to complain of the contradiction and ineow- 
fiftency of their proceedings. On the other hand, how much-mute 
unjuft would it be if the ' Houfe fhould ditlent from the rofotudoos 
contained in the Report of the Committee, and noble Lords fhould 
neverthelefs individually acquit Mr. Haftingsin Weftminfter Hall? 
He would in that cafe have caufe to complain of being fcnt down to 
judgement- under prejudice, and of Handing criminated on *their 
Lordfhips’ journals, although he had been acquitted and pronounced 
innocent by the higheft court in the kingdom, and the only court 
competent to decide upon his guilt or innocence in refpe& to the va¬ 
rious matters charged againft him. In fa&, the Earl laid, thefote , 
aim feemed to be to obtain the vote of the Houfe in eopcurrehse tfith f 
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'«l#Rejp{»t, for^ht wof entering it on the journals, and lie fait 
npfcwhat ufeful purpofe that was toanfwer. With regard to what 
fte- noble and learned Lord hadfaid of the ufual courfe of proceed* 
Reports of Committees on petitions or bills, the pre- 
Wfs not to be compared with the report of a Committee on 
piU,.<fc,^«ppeal of an individual even in an ordinary judicial 
caufc. It was perfectly new in itfclf, altogether unprecedented, 
jftjtf of die highest importance, as it involved the national chandler 
^fpobits die mod tender, delicate, and facred. He had as much 
jteVerence, the Earl faid, for precedents cftabli(hcd by the wifdom 
4»f their anceftors, and founded in good fenfe, as any noble Lord 


could entertain ; but he was neither afhamed nor afraid to fay, that 
.where a precedent, of however long {landing, was pregnant with 
the utmoft ridicule and abfurdky, he thought it high time to make 
|i Hew cafe, and form a precedenteftabli(hed on lefs queftionable 
grounds, and on goounds^li^teeoncileable to common fenfe.— 
’4 ??e noble and learned Lord’Hwietted the proceedings of theTIoufe 
'pprfhe cafe of Dr. Sachevcrell, but.he faw no reafon for implicitly 
^dopjdng the fame line of conduit; it might be proper in that cafe, 
Wnd altogether improper in the prefent. His Lordfhip added a few 
tHuwre-t^fervations, and declared he (hould give his vote for the quef- 
MooTwhich die noble and learned Lord on the woolfack had fuggefted. 

Lord THURLOW faid, he wilhcd that thofe noble Lords who 


fuch eager advocates for reform on all occafions, when they 
felted their fentjments in application to matters of judicial proceed- 
would not direit their ideas to burying in their own ruins all 
; ^t(a(||cient eftablUblpents, and approved forms and principles of ad- 
iflpriering jtiftice, without at the fame time taking care to be ready 
*d, foggefband build up fomething better, more conducive to the 
‘ juftice, and more likely to promote the grand objeit in all 

■fitters of judicial proceeding. The mode that he had moved, and 
vWbich in fail .the Houfe had adopted, of reading the refolutions 
.^■ibifoed in the Report a fecond time one by one, was the mode 
r V%^,jMufonant to the invariable practice of Parliament for centuries, 
jlsl'lt beft admitted of full and free difeuflion in the Houfe of each 
*iri?a*ge tso ,which the refolutions of the Committee refpeilivcly re¬ 
folded. . With regard to its having any tendency to commit their 
Lbttlfoips in any fubfequent ftage of the bufinefs, it certainly had 
notthe fmallefteffedl of that kind, and he begged their Lordftiips 
v ta4«col}eil that they had already gone too for to allow them to. adopt 
the motion of the noble and learned Lord on the woolfack. 


Earl afTjACJ DERDALE faid, in reply, that he looked 
vwS^ itt! niU^ a reverence to the precedents eftablifhed by their ancef- 
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tors as any man, when he was fatisfied tll^^l^Mbunded in 4 Wife, 
dom and good fenfe; but he was not complaifant enough to adopt 
their abfurdities, and fupport fuch as were open to ridicule. It had 
ferved the noble and learned Lord’s purpofe better to dwdt*^m 
that part of his fpeech, that implied a wifli to introduce a “"•JAW 
tice, and might admit of the ufc of the word * reform,* than to 
anfwer the arguments which he had urged. In order, therefore^, 
that what he had ftated might not be loft light of, he would i tr ftiml 
their Lordfliips of theinjuftice the defendant might poitibly have to 
complain of, by unncceflarily entering upon their journals what the* 
rcfult of their opinions upon the report of their Committee was, 
which might eventually be contradicted by the vcrdiCt given in 
Wcftminrter Hall. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON Cud, that the precedents on or¬ 
dinary proceedings on reports of Committees to die Houfe, could- 
have no analogy with the prefent cafe We have hitherto adopted 
a mode of proceeding liable to great objection, and the abfurdlty in* 
creafes every ftep : the Houfe has referred to the Committee the 
difcufTion of a fubjedt in which the confcicnces of the Committee 
alone are concerned, and thev are now inclined to treat the cafe, as 
one where they had referred to the Committee ’a fubjedt for their 
examination and investigation, in eider to collect matter to enable 
the Houfe to aft upon. In ordinary cafes, the Committee take the 
labour of inquiry; they have power to arrange, digeft, and report 
materials; but they have no power or authority to aftj their pro¬ 
ceedings arc ineifcftual, without die fanftlon or authority of die 
Houfe: in the prefent cafe, the Houfe has #o authority; itsap-^ 
probation and concurrence can have no more effcft than its dtiap- 
probation and difagreementon the opinion of the Committee. The 
Lords who attended Wcftminfter flail as judges of Mr. Haftiqgfc 
have difculferf the fubjedt in a Committee in obedience to the orders 
of the Houfe \ they have reported their proceedings and opinion; 'if 
the Houfe Should disagree with them in opinion (and a queftion put 
to concur with the Committee implies the poflibilityof difagreeing) 
the Committee will certainly coniidcr that opinion as nugatory as 
the disapprobation of any other latgc body of then would oe, which 
neither could nor ought fo influence Judges in the exercife of their 
duty, and the difeharge of their confcitnces. They will go into 
Weftminuer Hall, and pronounce a judgement which will be an 
effectual and legal difeharge or condemnation of Mr. Haftings, how¬ 
ever it may differ from the opinion of die Houfe, compofed of 
Peers, who have not attended the trial; it would therefore be tilbre 
becoming the dignity of this Houfe to let the Report lie on the table, 
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without making anrofSer on it, becaufc none can be made that is 
confiftenr with comnicn fenfe. It is certainly true that the objec¬ 
tion would have been as valid to going into a Committee but the 
dd&i&bn was thought by many of ufe ; it c.mnot be of ufe to pufh 
i^o ah.ahfurdity out of refpeit to form, clp^ciallv when an attach¬ 
ment to'form. will !*ad us to a pofTible injuries as well as abfurdity. 
If the Houfe fhnuld be of opinion that *he Committee are miftaken, 
hnd'th it Mr. HalVngs is guilts, the Commit*ce being competed of 
Peers who have attended Wefiminfter Hall, and are the Judges 
-in this trial, will neverthclefs prevail in icquirfing him, and the 
Houfc, who are not his Judges, will have ineflldually and extra- 
judicially fhndcrcd his reputation, and delivered down to poftcrity 
a libel upon the defendant, and a ccnfure upon his Judges. I do 
Dot-know what the precedents are, but I know that the prefent trial, 

I from its extraordinary length, differs fo materially from every other 
An the records of Parliament, that no precedent can apply. ‘The 
c£je6tiort might not have occurred in fhort trials, where all the 
, Peers attended the whole trial ; and the fame |>erfo»s decided all 
queflions on that trial, whether in Weftminfler Hall as Judges, or 
in the Committee and in the Houfe of Peers—the place and form, 
not the fubftance, was changed; no difference of opinion on the 
feme pohrtrs was to be apprehended : but in a trial of fo many years, 
where variety of changes by death or creation have taken place, and 
many from Ulnefs and fatigue have not attended the eonclufion who 
attended the commencement of the trial; and a: length the Judges 
att icduced to left than thirty p in fuch a cafe, the Judges bear no 
^proportion to the Hdfefc of Peers, w?:o are to vote upon the report 
fif^the Committee, and who may, without ineonliflency, differ with 
the Judgcsp though they cannot influence their confidence or their 
conduit. It the forms of the Houfe do n>t ad nir tlv p’-opolicion, 
that the Report do lie upon the table,, the previous queftion mull 
enable the Houfe to get rid of a queftion not fit to be put. I (hall 
therefore move the previous queftion. 

' Th e *LORD CHANCELLOR a fccond time left thewoolfack 
ttf maintain his former argument, and to aiicrt that any farther or 
different line erf proceeding would be perfectly inept and nugatory. 
The nuble and learned Lord, he ftid, couid not be ignorant, that 
when a queftion upon a point of law had been foloinnly argued at the 
bar, previous to the Judges of the Court delivering their opinion 
Jingalatim from the bench, it was ufual to hold a confultation, when 
the grounds of the argument on both liJcs were difeuliod ; objections, 
as 'they rofe in tlie mind of each Judge, were frarted, conlidcred by 
(brother Judges, and anfwcrcd, as far as reply fuggefted itfelf j 
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and after due confederation of the whole maiSI? die Judges proceed*' 
ed to deliver their opinions in Court: but it was no umifual matter - 
for each J udge to adhere to his original opinion, and to ftate it, with 
the reafons for it, from the bench. In like manner, his rLonflliip 
confidcred that ftage of the buiinefs. The Houfe was hntdtpt» 
confultation v> ith rcfpedl to their fubfequent mode of proceeding, 1 
and the more free and unfettered it was, the better in his judgement. 
The Committee had certainly afforded fcope for much valuable dif- 
cuflion ; it had been the means of throwing a confiderable degree* of 
light on the evidence, and had certainly removed a great deal of 
difficulty in regard to the formation of an ultimate judgement on the 
caufe; but to what purpofe pafs a vote on die Report, when it was 
agreed on all hands that it would conclude nothing ? * 

Lord THURLOW once more rofe and faid, he had heard no¬ 
thing that weighed in his mind fufficiently to juftify a departure from 
precedent and long-eftablifhed cuftom. The noble and learned 
Lord had aptly enough corqpared their prefent fituation to that of 
the Judges of any Court in Weftminfter Hall, holding a confulta¬ 
tion after a folemn argument at bar, previous to their delivering their 
opinions Jingulatim in Court. How did their Lordfhips difpoling of 
the Report one way or another apply as an objection ? Whether 
they agreed to the Report, or negatived any part of it, they were as 
free to hold a confultation upon their refpc&ive opinions as ever. 
His Lordfhip having adverted to the Earl of Middlefcx’s cafe, ftated 
in the former report of a Committee of their Lordfhips, mentioned 
what had been the proceedings of the Houfe previous to the giving 
judgement in Weftminfter Hall. He added farther rcafoning, but 
Readily adhered to his ftrft argument, declaring, that if any ques¬ 
tion was put in that ftage of the proceeding, other than to agree to 
the refaction that had been read, it could only be the previous 
queftion. 

On the queftion being put by the Lord Chancellor, on the pre¬ 
vious queftion, viz. “ That tliis queftion be now put,** the num¬ 
bers were. 

Contents, 6 j Not Contents, 14. 

The remaining refolutions were then, by confent, read fhort, 
and agreed to. 

Ordered, That the impeachment be taken into farther confide¬ 
ration on Friday next. 

Tuefday , 14th April. 

Earl SPENCER rofe, in purfuancc of the notice which he gave 
gefterday, to move the thanks of the Houfe to Admiral Hotham for 
. Vot.XLII. 3D 



. .MilMtRmiT ' A. 1795. 

vtbfcr^aory which fteHISined over the French fleet in the Mediter- 
<ranean. Tiie hoble Earl obferved, that the vi&ory for which he 
proofed theirLprdfriips to vote their thanks, was owing to the ikill 
■ arip$i$very of the gallant Admiral whom he had named, and alfo 
tc^gbe courage of thofe who were under him in command. Such 
victories, beffiought, ihould always be acknowledged and reward¬ 
ed .with the ftigheft honour their Lordlhips could beftow'. He 
f Ihould. have thought it unncccffary to fay any thing on the fubjedl, 
more, than barely to move the thanks of the Houfe, had he not yef- 
1 terday understood that one noble Lord intended to make fome ob¬ 
servations upon the fuhject. He was induced, however, to tjiink 
that nobfc Lord would not oppofe the motion with which he intend¬ 
ed to conclude'; for the importance of the victory he alluded to was 
undeniable. If any thing remained imperfect in the account of that 

event* it arofc out of the modefty with which the gallant Admiral 
bad tranfmitted it, and of the diffident terms in which he conveyed 
the information of a victory which vyis fo much owing to his ow r n 
merit. By this victory, the naval lupcviority of Great Britain had 
been maintained ; and for fuch fcrviccs he was confident their Lord- 
* (hips were ready to bellow their praile, and the Public to acknowledge 
their, obligation. He concluded with moving, “ That the thanks 
of this Houfe be given to Vice-Admiral Hotham, for his meritori¬ 
ous fcrviccs in the command of His Majcity's fleet lately ftationed in 
- the Mediterranean.” 


’ His Lordfbip obferved, that if his motion (hould be carried, as 
he had no doubtit would, he (hould follow it up with motions of 
flunks to Admiral^fpoodall, Sir Hyde Parker, and all the officers* 
together with an acknowledges nent and approbation of the fcrviccs 
of the men on-board the fleet, &e.” 

T f . The queftion of thanks to Admiral Hotham being put, 

. The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved, that the noble Earl 
; who had made this motion had conjectured rightly, when he ex- 
pe&edthat he fhoujd make fornc obfervations on this fubjeft, al- 
though he (hould not oppofe the motion in particular. He objected, 
’•however, in general to the pradticc of voting thanks indiferiminately 
*■ for all victories* He thought that the fervice was not honoured by 
placing oh the fame footing of merit, the victory of the firft of.Junc 
and the taking of Baftia ! He was of opinion that a great difference 
ought .Co be made between a fplendid victory and a trivial advantage; 
.-hue Minifters had of late confounded them, by coming forward to 
move thanks indifcriminatclv to'Lord Hood and Lord Howe. This 
kpra$iec> however, had been confined a good deal to our naval ope- 
:s|ations ; for, .with tiie Angle exception of Sir Charles Grey, Mini- 
>■ ' 
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flers had, by the wifdonr of their plans, eonmvfed to preclude, otife 
military force from any chance of receiving the thanks of that Hdtife 
for the exertions of its Commanders. With regard' 
dence tliat might be felt on this occafion, he oforoed he hadj*™" 
as far as regarded Admiral Hotham ; his diffidence arofe 1 
London Gazette. He perceived, in the account of th$S \d<flory, 
in a£tual engagement with Admiral Hotham, the very (hips whlntf 
were dated bv the Gazette to he ded roved hv Lori! Hnbd at TotK 

• * , 1 

Ion, and others which were dated to have been fo disabled, as tooe 
totally unfit for fcrvice. Now he wiibed to know with what prp-‘ 
piiety their lawdfltips could rely on the lad account of the vidlofy 
of Admiral Hotham, when they found the affair of Toulon fo f$l~. 
lacious and unfounded. Bv this mode of jrecceding, their LorddiipS 
were to thank two Admirals for destroying the fame force, to 


a double vote of thanks for one and the fame a£t ; and poflihly, hfcw£*' 
after, Miniders would come forward to thank fome ether EnglifK 
Admiral for dufinoying thefc very (hips a third time.,, Upon theft 
conlidcratioRS, he thought their Lordlhins fltould inditute an in- 
quiry before they voted thanks in future. He admitted, that the 
London Gazette had. formerly, indeed, been a vehicle of intelli¬ 
gence on which the Public might rely ; but finee the commence¬ 
ment of the prefent war, experience had taught us to regard its au¬ 
thority in many intianccs as extremely doubtful, if not altogether 
fallacious. > 


Earl SPENCER faid, that the noble Earl might, with the ex¬ 
ertion of a very little ingenuity, have difeovered that the very (hips 
which bore the fame names as thofo Jcf.roydf by Lord Hood at 
Toulon, might have been built on the keels of thofo which had been . 
burnt to the water’s edge. The Villc dc Paris would foon be at 
fen, and fhould it be taken by the enemy, and (hould it be pro- 
pofed in the National Convention to thank the Admiral for filch an 
achievement, any Member of that Convention might ftprt up with 
as much propriety as the noble Earl'now did, and fay that the 
Ville de Pai is had been funk many years ago. The noble Earl 
might amufc himfelf and their Lordfliips as much as he thought fit, 
but the obfervathns he had made did not appear to him to be quite*' 
applicable to the fubje«Sl. * 

'Flic Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that ’with regard to inge¬ 
nuity, he did not pretend to ufe any on the prefent occafion; he 
left the noble Earl to - rs often as he plcafed upon his great 
flock in trade of that article, in which there was no fear of his ever 
feeling any deficiency: he had, indeed, givfcn an inftance of 
day. With regard to the idea of his attempting to 'amufe hitrift?mj 
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he could only fay, frefthe, in attending that Houfe, lad fomething 
in view more important than amufcment. He attended his duty as 
%|ll cr-6f Parliament, to call Miniftcrs to their duty, and to do all 
^Swtfld to undeceive the Public. What the noble Earl had juft 
m, Was a proof of the neccflity of thefe obfervations. The infor¬ 
mation, which he had given to the Houfe, was ferious and alarming 
indeed \ for he had told the Houfe that the (hips which had been 
alluded to, might have been built on the keels of thofc which had 
been burnt to the water’s edge by Lord Hood at Toulon. What 
Was this but con felling the fuperiority of the enemy to us in build- 
tng'foips of war ? What he had dated with regard to the Gazette, 
he muft repeat, and he would add, that the accounts in it were ftu- 
dtoufly fallacious. It was now a publication to deceive the Public, 
and on which the prefent Adminiftration endeavoured to build their 
fourow 'dime. 

Earl SPENCER faid a few words in explanation, andobferved, 
foat the que^ion before their Lordfoips was, whether the vi&ory 
p$)tained over the enemy by Admiral Hotham, was fuch as merited 
foe thanks of that Houfe ? 

‘The queftion was then put and carried. 

As were alfo the thanks to Admiral Goodall, Sir Hyde Parker, 
officers and men, &c. 


Friday, 17 th Apt il. 

Lord THURLOW rofc, and faid, the next point to be adjufted 
was, foe mode and form of the queftions to be put to their Lordfoips 
individually, when 'they gave judgement in Wcftminftor Hall, on 
foe impeachment of Warren Kaftings, Efq. From the mormnt 
that their Lordfoips had taken the fubjedl into their confederation, 
after foe cafe had been elofed on both tides in the Court below, it 
had been fettled that foe articles foould be difeuifed feparately, not 
only article by article, but charge by charge, as many as were found 
to be contained in each article. His Lordihip faid, that lie had fug- 
gefled? this mode of difeuflion, in foe lit ft mftancc, in order to rc- 
tnove obvious difficulty and avoid embarraffment, which muft have 
been foe cafe, where any difference of opinion was likely to be en- 
tfertained; and in order to leave each noble Lord perfectly free and 
unfettered as to foe operation of his judgement, upon every one dif- 
criminal charge. As for as the nature of foe cafe foould be 
4 feund to require it, his own opinion was, that the fame line of con¬ 
duct ought to be purfued with regard to the queftions to be put in 
,We(fcninfter Hall; where there were feveral diftindt charges con- 

Stfcbicd in one article, it would, he conceived, be proper to put fe- 

10 
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vcraldiftinft queftion.. Heowned, howmPHwbubeenagooA : 
deal (truck with the opinion fated by the noble ap'd learned Lord, 
when difcuffing the firft article, viz. that although it oanfifadtf f% 
veral feds averred to be matters of diftind criminal charge, 
all of them colledively, amounted only to one material chH^pf 
high crime and mifdemeanor ; aad that, had the article been pro¬ 
perty drawn, the arreft would perhaps have been the only, or at leaft 
the principal, charge averred in the firft article. It was indifputabty' 
true, that they were but fo many conftituent parts of one whole, 
and were fo far relatively conne&ed, that, though feparatety aver¬ 
red, they might all, without embarraflment or difficulty, be com¬ 
prehended in one queftion to this effect: “ Is the Defendant, 
Warren Haftings, guilty of the charges of high crime and mifdo-, 
meanor contained in the firft article of the impeachment ?” His LorlU 
fhip faid, he wifhed to hear die fentiments of other noble Lords,' 
before he moved it as a queftion to be put. ‘ 

Lord RADNOR faid, he had fomc difficulty in regard to the 
firft article. It confided of various charges, with refped to fume of 
v hich, he might think Mr. Haftings criminal, and with refped to 
others, he might deem him innocent. He thought it might be con- 
fidcred as divifihlc under five diftind heads of charge, in which cafe 
every noble Lord, who entertained a different opinion upon the dif¬ 
ferent charges, might fatisfy his conference and his judgement, by 
anfwcring, as he was convinced, to the queftion that fhould be put 
upon each. He did not, however, mean to offer any refiftance to 
the motion; he wifhed, ncverthelcfs, to hear the opinions of other 
noble Lords on the fubjed, with refprd to the law and juftice of 
the cafe, and in refped to the mode of delivering judgement. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that as the noble and 
learned Lord had already ftated, the article certainty did contain fe» 
veral charges feparatety averred, but moft of them were not fubftan- 
tive charges, only matters of aggravation, and tending to lead to, 
and fubftantiate the material fads that were, in the confidcration of 
law and juftice, the high crimes and mirdemeaners to be decided 
upon. He thought^ therefore, the whole article might be compre¬ 
hended under thcirngle queftion of—Is the Defendant guilty, or not 
guilty, of the high crimes and mifdemeanors charged in the firft 
article ? 

Lord THURLOW faid, the opinion of the noble Earl was cer¬ 
tainly of weight, and entitled to great refped; if it was generally 
the wifh of their Lordfhips to fubdivide the article, and put five 
diftind queftions, he had no objedion; but be realty faw no oeca- 
fion for it, as the fine, tbe arreft, and the depofition of Cheyt Sing 
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charge, and the other fads averred as mat- 
_ of criminal chaise, were either to be deemed matters, of aggra¬ 
vation, or inducements to the material charge. His Lordfhip hav- 
expiained, the grounds of argument, which had induced 
Ijifcnteftain the opinion he had before Hated to their Lerdftips 
idjpe&ing the Benares ;u tide, moved the queftien in form, as he 
jbad firft propofed it; which having been uiinimoufly agreed to, 
\Lord Thuriow moved, “ That each Peer give his anfwcr to the 
qoeftion, by laying his right hand on his hr call, and faying, ft (Juilty , 
IK Nat Guilty, upon my honour.”— Ordered. • 

V{ Lord Thuriow next obferved, that the article concerning the 
treatment of the Begums, certainly confided of two parts: The vio¬ 
lation of‘the Company’s guarantee was one, and the refumption of 
flie jaghircs, and feizing of the ireafurcs in pofieflion of the Begum, 
vine other ; but as one led to the other, and both were conncdled, he 
thought both m’ght be comprehended under one queftien, andlhould 
Jftove accordingly, unlefs fome noble Lord fliould objedt to it. No 
obje£fion being offered, the qucflion was fo put and Agreed to. 

[ The next article, being the lixth, containing the fcvcral charges 
xripe&ing the prefents, 

✓ The Earl of MANSFIELD rofe and faid, he thought that the 
charges contained in that article Hood on fuch different grounds from 
coch othcr, and were fo diftindl in their nature, that they could not 
he comprehended under one general qudfion of Guilty or Nat Guilty; 
bpcaufe, if that was the c ife, how could thofe who thought the De¬ 
fendant guilty of any one charge of taking a prefent, acquit him upon 
die whole article ? • Or, on the other hand, how could thofe who 
thought him innocent of fomc, but guilty of others, condemn him 
wjpon the whole ? Until he was better advifed, his Lordfibip faid, he 
fliould think the fcveral di [fined charges required as many diifinft 
qpeftions to be put refpedfing them. 

Lord WALSINGH AM faid, he felt exafillv in the fame manner 
itfpedfing the article relative to the conti acts ; in fomc initances he 
blight think Mr. flattings criminal; in others not fo: And thcre- 
"Are he felt the ncceflity of putting dilfin£f queftions on each head of 
charge contained in the fourth article. 

Lord T|§fcfRLOW faid, it was enough to incline him to agree 
to put feparate queftions, to hear that any one Lord defired or felt it 
proper ,t£ meet the refpedtive charges contained in the two articles of 
prefents and contracts, with diftinct and feparate queftions. 

MfiuvSf queftions were accordingly agreed to be put and taken 
tim, on the fix charges contained in the fixth article, viz. the 
its Which Mr. Haftings was charged to have corruptly taken in 




A* i 79 $* . 

the years 177a, 1773, tt# 1774; the 

rupees corruptly received and taki n from Sadanuffli, Ac binefy cf 
the Rajah Cheyt Sing; the fum of mmey amounting to four lacks 
of rupees, taken and receive d from Kdlcram, on behalf of hjnfclf 
and a certain perfon etiled CuUian Sing; the fum of fifty-eighnp ^K 
fand rupees rcc *ivcd and taken as a ptefent fiom Nun iuolol; tftg 
prefent of ten lacks of rupees taken and received from the Vi/ierpt,* 
Chunar, in September 1781; *and a f >m of money amounting to j 
thirty-four thoufand pounds ftcrling, filft fraudulently folicited'as jk 
loin, and afterwards cori uptly and illegaly taken and retained at a 
prr f ent from Rajah NnhkilTLn. 

Se' cn diftindi queftions were ordered, in like mancr, to be put.' 1 
fmgvl tur on the fourth ar'iele, viz. the <pium eonliatft, granted tq,' 
Mr. Stejhcn bulivan for four years, wihout advertifing the fcmft , 
and on terms glaringly ext* ivagrnt, and ,antonly profufc; theb^fi*. 
ing ben owed moncj at a large interqft tc, advance to the contraflne . 
for opium, and engaging the Eaft-Ihdia Company in a fmuggling 
adventure to China, granting the bullock central to Charles Croftps,^ 
E r q., gi inting the proviiion of bullocks y agency to Sir Charlep * 
Blunt, «hc ftvcral allowances made to Sir ijrt Cootc, and directed 
to be pu 1 him by the Vi/icr; the appointment of Janies Peter Au- 
riol, h tq. to be. igcnt for the purchafe (f up; lies for relief of dip * 
prefidtney of Midns, -nl the other prelicncics in India, with a ^ 
comtriiTion of fifteen per cent., and the appintment of Jolm Belli,^ 
Efq. to be i^nt foi the fupply of (lores and povifions for the garrifon 
of Fort Wihi.'m, in Lc’gil, with a comrrtfion of thirty per cent. 

It wis then moved and agreed to, that ic queflions to be put, 
be printed * foi the ufc of their Lordfliips. 


• The papers iveie ihus punted for the ufeif their Lordfhips. 

Queftions to be put to the Lords in Wuhniner Hall, on the in* 
pcachment ngunft Warren Haltii*?, Efq. „ 

Die Fetters t 1 7 0 Aprillis 179. 

Refolvcd, by the Loids ipiiitual anti temporal in Pailiamcnt aJTeni- 
bled, that the following quclhon, he put to the ,ords m Wcltminfter 
Hall, viz. 

1. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not gdty, of high ciinuif 
and mifdemeanors, ch uged bv the Com 1. >1 s in the 1 if article ot duige ? 

2. Is Warten Halhn^s, Etq. i»uilty, ot notg nh, ot high umies and 
mildcmeanoi s, chained by the C .mm ms m the fee id aitidt of clurger 

3. Is Wan en Hafii ngs, Efq. gimtj, 01 nor guilt, 01 high dimes anjl< 
miidemeanors, chaiged upon him by tne Common* 1 the heth an tile of 
charge, in to fu as relates to the 1 1 Wa teu Hal .gj having, ih gyt 
yeais 1772, 1773, and 1774, cunqtly taken the fieial luras.ot raofiey 



9 V* - a. 179s. 

Lore! THtJaRSPr concluded with moving that their Lordfhipo 
proceed farther in Weftminfter Hall with die impeachment of War* 

ebaretd to have been taken by Sim in the faid yean from the ftveral per- 
4oAsln the faid article paiticuhrly mentioned ? 

4. Ii Warren Haftings, Efj. guilty, or not guilty, of high Crimea 
and mifdemeanors, chaigrd upon him by the Commons in the fixth ar¬ 
ticle of charge, in fo fat as rel tei to his having, on or before the 26th of 
June 1780, coriuptly teceiied and taken ftom Sadanund, the Buxiy- 
of the Raja Cheyt Sing, thj fum of two lacks of rupees as a prefent 
or gift* 

5. Is Warren Mailings, Ifq. guilty, or n it guilty, of high crimes 

ana mifdemeanois, chaigefi ufton hnn by the Commons in the fixth article 
of charge, in fo far as relate to his having, in Odober 1780, taken and 
received ham Kelleram, on ehalf of himlelf and a certain pet Ion called!/ 
Gullian Sing, a fum of money amounting tofoui lacks of rupees, in con- 
fideration of letting to them ceitain lands in the province of Bahar in 
perpetuity, contrary to hhduty, and to the mj’ury of the Eaft-India 
Company* , 

6 . IsWairen Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty-, of high crimes 1 

and miidemeanora, chargecupon him by the Commons in the fixth ai« 
ticle of charge, in fo far an elates to his having, m the year 1781, re¬ 
ceived and taken as a piefeit from Nundoolol the fum of fifty-eight thou¬ 
sand rupees? , 

7. Is Wairen Hafiings, &fq. guilty, or not guilty, of high crimes and 

mifdemeanors, charged upn him by the Commons in the fixth attide 
of charge, in fo far as lelpss to his having, on 01 about the month of 
September 1781, atChunr, in the piovuice of Oudc, contnuy to his 
duty, taken and leceived » a picfent fiom the Vuierthelum of ten lacks 
of rupees ? I 

8. Is Warren Haft'ns, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high crimes 
«nd mifdemeanois, ebarpd upon him by the Commonb in the fixth ar¬ 
ticle of charge, in fo tar k relates to his having firft fraudulently folicited 
as a loan, and of his pving aftei waids couuptly and illegally taken 
and retained as a prefer or gift, from Rajah Nobkiifeu, a turn of mo¬ 
ney amounting to 34,901. Selling; and of his having, without any 
allowance from the Uitftois, or any peifon authoulcd to grant fuch al¬ 
lowance, applied the uie to liis. own ufe, undei piercncc of difeharging 
certain expences, faid ft be incuired by the faid Wancn Ha dings in hia 
public capacity* I 

? . Ib Warren HaftAgs, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high crimes 
mifdemeanors, cli’ged upon him by the Commons in the fourth ar¬ 
ticle of charge, in ft far as relates to his having, in the year 1781, 



fortunc'to the faid Sjphen Sulivan. 

10. Is Wauen Httmgs, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high crimes 
and mifdemeanors, Jarged upon him by the Commons in the fourth ar¬ 
ticle of chaige, inp far as relates to his having borrowed money at a 
large intereft for tlijpurpofe of advancing the fame to the contractor for 
opium, and eogagig the Eaft-lndia Company in a Snuggling adventure 
to China ? 
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*on Haflinp, E£). h^xt, anMK? rf ft» fa*p 

be fent to the Houfe of Commons. * 

Ordered, that this Honie do proceed farther mthf trial of War¬ 
ren Haftir^s, Efq. on Thurfday morning netL at terl 
In Weftminfter HaU. * w 


Monday^ loth April. 

wr 

Lord KENYON moved for leave to bring in a Nil to amend an> 
a& piffled in the laft feffion of Parliament, for the relief of infolvcnt 
debtors of a certain defeription. The former Nil, his Lprdfftjp 
faid, on account of the lode and fiovenly* manner in which it h#l 
been drawn up, was inadequate to its objeft, and fcveial cafes Wpf 
occurred to him and his learned brothers in their judicial capaefgj* 
where the humane intentions of the Lcgiflaanre had been defeated. 
The primary object of this bill was to give perfons the benefit of H|fc- 
late adl, who were in equity entitled, to it; and next, to make a fear' 

* 

xx. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high cringe 
and mifdemeanors, charged upon hun by the Commons in the fourth to* 
tide of cbaige, in fo far as relates to the contract For bullocks, graottod 
to Charles Croftes, Efq ? 4 

12. Is Warren H tilings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, .of high criatle, 

and miidemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in tbad,ujftb 
tide of charge, in fo fai at relttes to his having granted the provifiongf 
bullocks to Sir Charles Blunt, by the mode of agency ? _ \ 

13. Is Wairen Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high Crimes 

and mtfdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons iq the fourth ar¬ 
ticle of chaige, in fo far as relates to the feveral allowances chanred to 
have been made to Sir Eyre Coote, and directed to nepUd by tbevizier 
for the ufe of the faid Sir Eyre Coote ? W 

14. Is Wairen Haftings, Efq. guilty, ox; not guilty, of high crimes 
and mifdemeanois, chatged upon him by the Commons in the fourth ar¬ 
ticle of chaige, in fo far as relates to the appointment pf Janies Peter 
Auriol, Efq. to be agent foi thepurchafe of lupplies for the relief of the 
prefidency of Madras, and all the other preftdendes in India, with a 
commiftion of filteen per cent. > 

i$. Is Warien Haftings, Efq, guilty, or not guilty, of high crimes 
and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in the fourth ar¬ 
ticle of chaige, in fo fai as relates to the appointment of John Belli, Efq. 
to be agent far the fupply of ftores tod provisions tor the garrifon of Fort 
William in Bengal, with a tummiffion of thirty per cent. I 

16. Is Warren Haftings, biq. guilty, Oi not guilty, of the refidue of 
the high crimes and mildcmeanors, or any of them, charged upon him 
by the impeachment of the Commons ? 

Refolved, by the Loraa lptntnal and temporal, in Parliament a trem¬ 
bled, that the faid queft oua fhall be feverally put in Weftminfter Ji til to 
each of the Lords, beginning with the junior Baron; and that the only 
anfwer fhall be given by each Lord in thife words “ Guilty, upon 
my honour;'* or, “ Not Guilty, upon my honour;" laying his right 
hand on his breaft, 
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neceflfary regulation* in die laws, as far *s ..they related to adions 
of debt. 

The Earl of MOIRA exprefled his with to fupport any meafure 
tha^tfd a tendency to the public good, and dill more cordially would 
he fupport one wfeich went to the refloring of individuals to foefety, 
who week pining out a miftrable exigence within the walls of a 
prifon. Buf fie was apprehenfn e that this bill would not go far 
enough, as nothing (hort of a change of the prefent fydem of .prac¬ 
tice could eradicate the numerous abufes that had crept into it. The 
Prince of Wales, his Lordfliip faid, he underdood from common 
report, had received petitions from various perfons, praying that his 
*feoyal Highnefs would he pleafed to ufe his influence in promoting 
■'•nad of Grace. To the prayer of thefe petitions he underdood his 
Royal Highnefs lent a fa\ ourable car, and from a coincidence of 
tircumftances the petitioners were led to entertain the mod fanguine 
ihtpedations of a favourable iflae. If this v pert was well founded, 
an ad of grace would be much more extendve in its operation, and 
tfbmuld rettder a meafure of this fort nugatory, as far as it applied to 
^UUndiwduals who could not take the benefit of the late ad. At 
any rate he traded this bill would npt be an obdaclc to the humane 
interference^ the Prince, if his Royal Highnefs (hould deign to be¬ 
little an advocate for the unfortunate. Leave was given, the bill 
brought in, and read the fird time. 

* The bill for obliging perfons wearing hair powder to take out a 
fctrtificate for permiflion to do the fame, was read a fecond time, 
and on the qued‘10% being put for its commitment, 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he obferved a claufe in the bill, 
which,’ in his opinion, was fufiicient to vitiate the whole, and to 
Induce the Houfe either to expunge that claufe, or to rejed the bill 
in toto. He wifhed, therefore, to apprife their Lordfhips, that as 
he had not oppofed the bill in the ufual dage, and as he did not 
with to take the Houfe by furprife, he (hould move for the rejedion 
of the claufe fuhjeding maders of tumilLs to a heavy penalty for 
omitting to make a return of the perfons under their roof wearing 
‘hair pexyder without a licence. 

The bill was ordered to be committed. 

Turf day , 21/? April. 

The Debtor and Creditor bill was read a fecond time, and the 
Houfe adjourned. , 

I, Wednefda y, 22 d April. 

The LoHtey bill was read a fird time, a number of other bills 
were alfo read by their Lordfhips. 
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Mr. Piflicr, from the45tohequer, prcfctW® tb their ‘ Lordfhips ' 

a ftatement of certain accounts.—Adjourned. 

> 

Thuifdajt 23d April. 

* • y )?4 

iThe LORD CHANCELLOR having giveiv^tice the preoed- . 
ing day that he would come down to the chamber of. Parliament At 
eleven next morning, in order, as foon as their Lordfhips (liould 
afiemble, to fend the Commons word that they were ready to pro-, 
ceed to Weftminfter Hall, to give judgement on the impeachment 
of Warren Haftjngs, Efq., the Lords who meant to,prdnoynce* a- 
verdidl upon the feveral queftions ftnguktim , previoufly fettled* to he 
put to each individual Peer who went into the Hall to fit in Ml 
robes as a judge upon the impeachment, were prefent about twalffr- 
o’clock. ' ,jr 

The Lord Chancellor then rofe, and defired that farther dire&tOttfe 
might be given concerning the farther proceedings upon the trial pf 
Warren Haftings, Efq. in Weftminfter Hall. • *„.• 

It was moved to leave out in the fixteenth queftion* "agreed to.be 
put to the Lords in Weftminfter Hall, after the words*,“ not 
of,” the following words, “ the fefidue of the.*’ The fame nga» 
agreed to, and ordered accordingly.- Then it-was jQpved to leave 
out in the fame queftion after “ mifdemcanors,” the words “ OMgaft 
of themThe fame vas agreed to, and ordered accordingly. Mt~ 
was next moved to infert in the fame queftion after the words “ b)^ 
the," the following, words, viz. “the refidue of theAgreed'to^ 
and ordered accordingly. 

Then it was moved to amend the refolution touching the manner* 
of putting the queftions to the Lords in Weftminfter Hall, by leav¬ 
ing out the word “ put,” after the word “ feverajlyand infertb^g 
inftead thereof the word “ ftatedAgreed to, and ordered accord¬ 
ingly. Alfo in the fame refolution, after the words “ Weftmipftcr 
Hall,” to infert the words “ and the following queftion put:* The 
fame was agreed to, and ordered accordingly. Aifo in the fame re¬ 
folution, after the words “junior Baron,” to infert the following 
words, “ Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty ?” The 
fame was agreed to, and ordered accordingly. Then it was agreed 
by the Houfe and ordered, that the Lord Chancellor having taken 
the votes upon each of the fiid que.lions, fhall declare the majority 
to the Iloufe, and aifo to the defendant, as fuon as he (hall be brought 
to the bar. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON obfervedf that the 16th queftion 
ordered' to be put to the Petrs in Weftminfter Hal|<notwithftanding 
the alteration it had received, left him in coniidcnibte embarrafiraent, 

3E 2 ' 
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ttfti dttibtcd whetiflferit was poflibfe tfr$ve to it Ac fimpie anfwer 
of Guilty or Not Guilty, and 1 the order of the I|oufe prohibked a 
qualified or (pedal verdift. 

Thedivifion of die articles of impeachment into feveral queens 
to be put to the Peers as judges, has not been done with fuffiefent 
accuracy^ fb ttyM feveral matters (contained in the four articles par* 
ttcularly difcttffed in the Committee) which are criminally charged 
inftheir refpe&ive articles, have been in the fubdivifion omitted, 
aUd will therefore neither meet with acquittal nor condemnation, e*- 
^cbpt under the laft fweeping queftion: Any perfon who will compare 
' tfto articles of‘impeachment exhibited by the Commons, and an- 
fWered by the defendant, with the evidence adduced, will fee that 
tills queftions do not cover all the matter criminally charged in the 
afftdes; and confequently if no more accurate fubdivifion is made, 
oT more comprehenfive queftion put, as in the ift and 2d articles, 
ntwh criminal matter will cfcapc judgement; *s foi inftancc (amongft 
'jnstay others), in the article relating to contracts, the exorbitant fum 
given to Mr. Fergufon for the rclinquiftnncnt of the bullock con- 
which might have been terminated by notice without any ex* 
jpetteq is charged criminally by the Commons, and is neither com¬ 
prehended in the terms of the nth nor 12th quefiions. Several 
artlttes exhibited by the Commons, and anfwcrcd by the defendant 
in bis reply at the bar, and opened generally by the Managers, have 
fupported by witnclTcs and evidence, produced in die courfc of 
therdifeuffion, of the particular articles fpecially opened, as in the 
2d "article, much evidence was produced, and feme admitted only 
as4ppiicable to parts of tiie 9th, 10th, and 1 ith, and other arti¬ 
cles, and yef no queftion except the laft or 16th queftion compre- 
htjnfc thofe matters which, whether fufficiently proved or fufficiently 
refuted, remain fubje& to die judgement of the Court; though the 
Managers did not think fit to open them particularly or dwell farther 
on them after the evidence they had already given. The 2d article - 
on4hefubje<& of the Begums is lo much involved in all thofe matters 
which *fcfpcd the treaty of Chunar, and the conduft of Mr. Haftings 
towards the Nabob of Oude, that the evidence eftential to one could 
not in poffibility |>e indifferent to tiie others. The x6th queftion 
fuppfata refidue of matter criminally charged; for if there is no 
fuqj^tefidile, the* queftion is idle and nugatory, if there is more than 
one tingle fed criminally charged in that refidue, the queftion fhould 
be fo framed as to enable thofe who are to decide, to affirinGuilty 
dr Not Guilty, not only'of the whole but of any part. The terms 
dfjtite 16th qujgtfon, as now altered, feem capable of an interpre¬ 
tation by which the’«nfwer of Guilty muft be fuppofed to apply to all 
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the refidue charged in the <*$ntf artictoofm ^lW pn tn t; mUI 1 *,' 
phrafe of Not Guilty may Teem to imply that he Was guilty of M> 
part. To neither of thcfe conctafions does the evidence permit me 
to fuMBHbe, and confequently I fhould be obliged* in difidn^me 
to the order of the Houfe, to give a quali Bed judgement to the' t'fidh* 
queftion, which might occafion an adjournment ttf^he chamber of 
Parliament, an event productive of inconvenience and flJ effeft, to 
be avjfided if poflible; aiy) the alteration of the word*, or at leal! 
an explanation from the Houfe that the anfwcr of Guilty to dm 
1 6th queftion is to be underflood to mean that the defendant it 
guilty of high crimes and mifdcmeanors dunged in fame part «f 
the refidue, will remove all the difficulty, and no more mtauMte 
fubdivifion will then be neceffary, unlefs the defendant fhouhf 
found guilty, in which cafe alone a more accurate calculation «£* 
the quantum of guilt mud precede any poflible punifhment. 

Lord THURLOW i lid, he could not avoid exprefling hit ftw*. 
prife at the obfervations made by the noble Earl in the prefent (fag* 
of the bufinefs. He called to the rccolle&ion of their iidrdfln]% 
that in the various difcufllons which this important fobjbft'h&d &mr 
ceivcd, he had repeatedly deflred every noble Lord whoontettainofi 
a doubt upon any allegation in any auicle, to propofc a queftiodr 1 
either in a Committer of the whole Houfe, or in the Houfe, upoft 
the Report. It was at the fuggeftion of different Lords, tint dm. 
various queflions were propofed on which they were that day towofll 1 
in Wtftminfter Hall. The noble Earl made no objection to thdfe' 
Lordfliips’ taking the ftkond article in a (ingle queftion, nor to dm* 
divifion of the fourth article into five queflions. The noble Earlf*? 
did not objed to their Lordfhips’ comprifing all the other ppm* tjffrj 
which the Commons had given no evidence, as well as the vemMpf; 
tier of the articles on which evidence was given, in a Angle quef* * 
tion. If he had, their Lordfhtps might have come to twenty-fix, 
inflead of fixteen, verdi&s in Weflminfter Hall. Loni Thurlow 
faid, he had fubdivided the matter on which evidence had been 
given, according to his ideas of the importance of die fubje^k; but 
he never prefumed to limit the noble Eari, or any other ftelfie Lord, 1 
and therefore, if the divifion had not been made whh Efficient ac¬ 
curacy, in the noble Earl’s opinion^ he muft fay the noble Earl hita* 
felf was to blame; he had attended foe difeuffion through every 
fiage, and the noble Earl might have fubmitted his Ideas tv the 
Houfe as’often as he thought proper. . 

The LORD CHANCELLOR, who had firft fqggefted the pm* 
priety of thofe amendments in foe queflions which tl|C Houfe 
adopted, next (dated the needfity of deciding that he ought to be at 







liberty not to fah$«>>Mcn i^ord the whole queftion, as it would lead 
Into great length, and anfwer no ufcful purpole, fined ftating it once 
at large, previous to his beginning to put the queftion upon it to each 
Individual Peer, beginning with the junior Baron, v onld as dffetflu- 
4 !ly anfwer the end, and fave their Lordfhips muclw time ; btft it 
was ncceffary to make an order to this HLd, as the ht< ral import of 
the order already made required- that he fhould repeat < ch qudhon 
tsrevery Peer, on dchring him to fay whether the defendant was 
ty or not guilty of each particular charge, 
v ^ Lord THURJLOW and fcver.il otlier Lords dedaud their appro¬ 
bation of the-pxopofed amendment. 

few words pa fled as to the condud eventually to be h**ld, if the 

• Jfeipgfito fat the Commons fhould infill on«fpeaking; but as it did 

appear probable that the Managers would urge any f.ich claim, 
toothib^'was fettled on that point. Had the Man lgcrs therefore 
Is^ed^t as their right, the Lords, in all plobability, would have 
tofilail 1 to their chamber of Parliament to debate the propriety of the 
apd adjuft their dcciiion upon it. 

j^T^bjgdfar of the day being read for the proceedin' 1 - farther in the 
J)tol v Qf Warren Haftings, Lfq. upon the articles of impeachment 
'Ifljooglit up again A him by the Commons, f< h.gh crimes and mif- 
^mtonc^s, the Lords were called ove» b) ihc clerk at the table. 

• the Houfc was adjourned into Wemninfter Hall, and tlv* Lords 
4£>ceeded there at hill after twelw in the ufual form, and after 
"fedkingan obeifance refpedivdy to ihc Throne, being in their 

ptoBCs, according "to their rank of p- .nge, die Houfc was refumed. 
* v , JVoctamation having been made in the ufualway, Warren Haf- 
£fq. and his bail we*e cillcd into Couit, and the defendant 
knelt, and been direded to rife, was ordered to v ithdraw. 
Then die LORD CHANCELLOR flood up and faid, 

: ’ u Your Lordfhips having fully heard and condducd of the evi¬ 
dence and arguments in this cafe, haveag.eul upon fev u al queftions, 
’’whichare Severally to be Hated to your Lordlhips in the ufual man* 


fjer, 


•»-« 


Tht^bORD CHANCELLOR hetd in his hand a lift of the ti¬ 


de* of the Peer&tprcfent, who had taken th< ir feats m their robes *, 
* anf^proCeeded to put the firft queQion to each individual Peer, be¬ 
ginning with thjfi junior Baron, in the following tcims: 

f *• The reft of the Houfe, who, either from having been created Peers, 
^or fuoceeded to their titles, iince, the commencement oi the trial, or who, 
from motives of coofcience did not ehufe to vote in judgement, flood un- 
fabod about the Throne, fp^datori of the awful folemuity. 




i ft. Is Warren Halting*, Efq. guilty, I 

crimes and mifdeme mors, charged by the Commons in the {MR 
article of chngc * 

Geqrgq Lord D nglas (Earl of Morton in Scotland,) ho# ftps 
your Li rdlhip, ts Warren Halting*, Efq. guilty or not ff 
the f.nd Jut »c. j \ 

Where m i, Lord Douglas ftood up uncovered, and laying lib 
right luiut on his breaft, pronounced—Not guilty, upon my honour* 
The LORD CHANCELLOR then put the fame queftbn tp 
all tlu. Feus ui ribes, as follows: * 

J Tines Loui fife, how fays your Lprdfltiip ?«—Not guilty, tytp 
my honoui ' * . ' 

Cmrlcs Lord Somers , how fays your Lordlhip Not gpraj^ 
upon my honour. w ^ 

Francis Lord hawdon (F nl of Moira, in Ireland,) ho# “ 
your Lordlhip 1 —Not guilty, upon my honour. , ( - s 
- Thomas Lord fF^ifmgham, how fays your Lordfl p?—-Not 
ty, upon mv honour. 

Edward Lord Thurlow, how fays your Lordlhip giplfp; 

upon my hoiiour. * * ^ \ 

Martin Lord Hawke, how fays your Lordlhip ?—Not 
upon my honour. „ ^ * i 

Frcdeiick Lord BoJIm, 1 ow fays your Lordlhip 
upon my honour. 

Edwin Lord Sandys , how fays your Lordlhip ?«*-Not 
upon my honour. ‘ «. 

Henry Lord Middleton , how fays your Lordlhip ?—Not guilty^ 
upon my honour. t r. 

Samuci Lord Bilhop of 'Rochejicr (Dr. Horllcy,) how 
Lordlhip ? —Not guilty, upon my honour. * 

John LiiJ Bilhop of Bangor (Dr. Warren,) how lays ,ybUr 
Lordlhip ? —Not guilty, upon my honour. 

Thom L>rd Vtfcount Sydney, how fays your Lordlhip?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. , 

George Lord Vifcount Falmouth, how fays your Lordlhjp ?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. 

Henry Earl ot Caernarvon, how fays your Lordlhip ? —Guilty* 
upon my honour. 

Jofeph E irl of Donhefier, how fays your Lordlhip ?*—Not guilty* 
upon my honour. * 

Algernon Earl of Beverley, how fays your Lordlhip ?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. 
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how lay* yow Guilty, 'upon 

my honour. , 

William Earl Fitzxcilliam, hour fay* your Lordfhip ? —Guilty, 
ifon my honour. 

_ George Earl of Warwick, how fays your Lord&ip ? —Not gtlilty, 
upon my honptg;. 

George William Earl of Coventry, how fays your Lprdfiiip ? — 
.Jtot guilty, upon my honour. 

Jdbft Earl of' Suffolk, how fays your Eordftiip ?—Guiky, upon 
my honour* 

George Jyfarquis Townjbend, how fays your LonUhip ?-—Not 
,‘rfnlty, upon my honour. 

m;' tWwja ^Duke of Bridgewater, how fays your Grace ?—Not 
t§, upon my honour. 

fia&ts^uke of Leeds, how fajs your Grace 5 -—Not guilty, 

NorfOft, how fays your Grace?—Guilty, upon 

rl of Mansfield, how fays your LordihipNot guilty, 

.^mLo* Archbijhop of Toth, how fays your GraceNot 
gUutV, upontny honour. 

^y^c]t|n|kr Lord Loughborough, the Lord Chancellor, pronounced 
gymtty, upon my honour. 

^fpon die remaining fifteen queftions the Peers voted in the fol¬ 
ding manner: ' 

irlt Warren Haftjngs, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
mifdemeanors, charged by the Commons in the fecond 
-/charge 1 —Guilty 6 —Not guilty 23. 

Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
jfitaat and ipijiieincanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
dws fixth ar$clc of charge, in fo fir as relates to the faid Warren 
Raftings having, jn the yeais 1772, 1773, and 1774, corruptly 
fakgntfthe feveral Anns of money charged to have been taken by him 
j$Bi Ike ||id years from the feveral perfous in the faid article pardcu- 
Mv * iqgntioned ?—Not guilty unanlmoujly. 

. Li WarAm findings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
Wk and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in the 
K < ,acdble>of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, on or be- 
£thfe 26th of. June 1780, corruptly received and taken frepft 
1 , ^te Buxey of the Rajah Cheyt Sing, die Aim of two 
2-prefent or gift ?—Guilty 4.7—Not Guil- 







5. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, J^Spgiiilty, fcf higjb • 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by die Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, iri 
October 1780, taken anJ received from Kelleram, on behalf of 
himlfelf and a certain perfon called Culiun Sing, a fun of jYioney 
amounting to four lacks of rupees, in confideration of letting to 
them certain lands in the province of Bahar in perpetuity* contrary 
to his duty, ami 10 the injury of the Eaft-India Company Guil-< 
TV 3. —Nor Guilty 23. 

6. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 

crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in' 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, ip Ac 
year 1781, received and taken as a prefent from Nundoolol i&f “ 
fum of fifty-eight thoufand rupees?— Guilty 3.-— -Not G1J1I* 
ty 23. " / 

7. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of hi^L- 

crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, f^n of 
about the month of September 1781, at Chunar, in (be province 
of Oudc, contrary to his duty, taken and received as a prefent 
from the Vizier the fum of ten lacks of rupees?— Guili*y 3."^* 
Not Guilty 23. ’ . A.** ^ 

8. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty,’* of liigh 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons m 
the fixth article of chaigc, in fo far as relates to his having* dtp? 
fraudulently folicited as a loan, and of his having aftenvards cor-> 
ruptly and illegally taken and retained as a prefent or gift, from Ra* 
jah Nobkiflen, a fum of money amounting to 34,0000!. ftsriingfjj 
and of his having, without any allowance from the Dire&ors, ftt 
any perfon authorifed to grant fuch allowance, applied the fame to 
his own ufe, under pretence of difchaiging certain expences laid to 
be incurred by the faid Warren Haftings in his public capacity ?— 
Guilty 5.— Nor Guilty 20. 

9. Is Warren 'Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, chaiged upon him by the ConAtnons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, in 
the year 1781, granted a contract for the provifion of opiuni for 
four years to Stephen Sulivan, Efq. without advertiftng fin 1 the 
fame, and upon terms glaringly extravagant and wantonly profufe, 
for the purpofe of creating an inftant fortune to the faid, Stephen S^u- 
livan ?— Guilty 5.—Not Guilty 19. 

10. Is Warren Haftings,’ ^, guilty, .or ndt^ijjty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, chaiged upon him by Gommcfns in 
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the four* article tifuslktge, in fo far aft at relates to his having bor¬ 
rowed money at a large intercft for the purpofe of advancing the 
feme to the contractor for opium, and engaging the Kaft-India Com¬ 
pany in a fmuggling adventure to China ; — Not Guilty Una¬ 
nimously. 

11. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdcmcanors charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of chirgc, in fo fu as relates to the contrad for 
bullocks granted to Charles Cruftes, Efq. ?— Guilty 3. — Not 
Guilty 23. 

12. Is Warren H-’ftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdcmcanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
tyfejourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having granted 
the provifion of bullocks to Sir Charles Blunt, by the mode of 
agency ?— Gujlty 3. — Not Guilty 23. 

13. Ja Warren Haltings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes ant! mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo for as relates to the fcveral allow¬ 
ances charged to have been made to Sir Eyre Coote, and directed 
to‘be paid by the Vizier for the ufe of the faid Sir E\re Coote ?— 
GPilty 4.—Not Guilty 22. 

14# Is Warren Haftings, Efq guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
<fes fourth article of Charge, in fo far as relates to die appointment of 
‘'Jtoftes Peter Auriol, Efq. to be agent for the purchafe of fupplics for 
thft relief of*the preiidency of Madias, and all the other presidencies 
in India, srith a commiffidn of fifteen pci cent, r— Guilty 4.— « 
’‘Ntyt ^uilty 22. 

5. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilt\, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, chaigcd upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of chaige, in fo for as relates to the appointment 
of John Belli, Efq. to be agent for the fuppiy of ftores and provifions 
fbr the garrifon of Fort William in Bengal, with a commiftion of 
t thirty plr cent. ?— Guilty 3.—Not Guilty 23. 

"ilk It Wairen Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
cri^rtm and mifdemeanors charged upon him by the refidue of the 
Iiiq^hbaent of the Commons r— Guilty 2.—-Not Guilty 25. 
%■ • 

„Difiin£t Summary *f their Lordjbips ’ Foies, pronounced‘d)t 

the Defendant. 

guilty 3d, ioth, and 16th.— 
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Earl of Mamfeld.—-Guilty on die 8dL~*»MQt guilty on the 
rcfidue. 

Duke of Norf ill . —Guilty on the ift and 2d.—^No verdidl on 
the refiduc. 

Earl of S iff oik —Guilty on the ift, 2d, and 4th.—Not guilty 
on the 16th—No vcrdidt on the refidue. 

Earl Fitzwilham .—Not guilty on the 3d and 10th.—Guilty oil 
the refidue. 

Earl of Radnor. —Guilty on the ift, 2d, 8th, 9th, 13th, 14th. 
—Not guilty on the refiduc. 

Earl of Biveiley. —No verdiift on the 9th.—Not guilty on the 
refidue. 

Earl of Caernarvon .—Not guilty on the 3d and 1 oth.—Guilty 
on the refidue. 

Vifcount Sydney. —Not guilty on the ift and 2d.—No verdidfc 
on the refidue. t * 

Lord B oft on. —No vcrdidl on the 8 th, 9th, and 1 oth.—Not 
guilty on the refidue. 

Lord Walfingham. —Guilty on the 9th. —Not guilty on the re* 
fidue. 


Archbifliop of Toth. 

Duke of Leeds. 

Duke of Bndgeuatcr. 
Marquis Townjhend. 

Earl of Was wick. 

Earl of Coventry. 

Earl of Dorchefttr. 
Vifcount Falmouth. 

Biftiop of Bangor. 

Bifhop of Rochefter. 

Lord Middleton. 

Lord Sandys. 

Lord Hawh. 

Lord Thurlow. 

Lord Rawdon. 

Lord Somes*. 

Lord Fife. 

lord Douglas of Lochleven. 


> Not guilty upon any dm 
I charge. 


The 3d and 10th Not guilty unanimoufiy. 


Having thus colle&ed the judgement of their LorcKhipsoA 
•f the fixteen charges, the Lord Chancellor declared that a Urge 
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majority of the Lords prefent, had anfwcred the faid feveral quef- 
tions in the negative; and then declared, that Warren Hidings, 
Efq. is acquitted of the aitirles of impeachment exhibited agiinft 
him for high crimes and mifdemeanors, and all things contained 
therein. 

Then the defendant was ordered to be called to the bar, and 
kneeling, was bid to rife. 


Then the LORD CHANCELLOR faid. 


“ Warren Haftings, Efq. 

“ I am to acquaint you that you are acquitted of the articles of 
“ impeachment, &c. exhibited againft you by the Houfe of Com- 
“ mons for liigh crimes and mifdemeanors, and all things contain- 
“ ed therein, and you are difehorged, paying your fees.” 

Mr. Haftiqgs bowed refpcdtfully, and retired. 


( The LORD CHANCELLOR then put the queftion, “ Is It 
your Lordfhips’ pleafure to adjourn to your Chamber of Parlia¬ 
ment?” 

Ordered, and their Lordfhips, adjourned accordingly to their 
Chamber of Parliament. And the Lords being returned, the Houfe 
was refumed ; and the following order was made; 

“ It is ordered by the Lords Spiritual and Temporal in Parlia¬ 
ment aftembled, That the Lord High Chancellor do give order 
for the printing and publUhlng the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. 
imd that no other perfon Ido prefume to print the fame.” 

[The Hall was much more crowded when the Peers pronounced their 
opinions federally on each charge, and judgement was given, than it had 
keen on any preceding day of the Trial, or perhaps on any formei occgfion.] 


We annex the following Lift as a matter that may gratify the Readers 
■* of after times. 


the Changes in the High Court of Jujlice in Great Bt itain l 
f fending the Trial of Mr. Haftings. 


Cumberland 

Chandos 

Manchefter 


$t. Alban’s 
"***». 


V 


DUKES, 

Mortngu 

Montrofe (EarlGiaham) 
. Somei fet 
NewcalUe 
Boulton 

Marquis of Hertford. 
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EARLS. 


Huntingdon 

Ferrers 

Poulett 

Effingham 

Francis Earl of Guilford 

Dai lington 

Pomfret 

Hardwicke 

Oxford 

Frederick Earl of Guilford 

Abet corn 

Digby 

Clarendon 

Sandwich 

Sti afford 


Cowper 

Waldegrare 

Kinnoul 

Mount Edgctttnbe 

Camden 

Htllfborough 

Bathurft 

Stanhope 

Orford 

Talbot 

Mansfield 

Exeter 

Buckinghamfhiip 

Macclesfield. 



VISCOUNTS. 

Montagu 

Bolingbroke 

Dudley anc 
Montagu 

Courtenay 



BARONSi 

Lc Defpencer 

Dover 

Say ana Sele 

Mulgrave 

Giantlcy 

Foley 

Borirjgdon 

Berwick 

Elphinffon 

Camelford 

Hcathfield 

King 

Craven 

Dacre 

Romney 

Sondes 

Rodney 

Ponfonby 

Gage 

Harewood 


BISHOPS. 


Dr. Shipley, of St. Afaph 
I fall tax, of St. Afaph 
Biauclerk, of Heieford 
Harley, of Hereford 
Law, otCarlifle 
Thurlow. of Durham 


Dr. Rofs, of Exeter 
Horne, of Norwich 
Wilfon, of Briftol 
Thomas, of Rochester 
Hinchlifie, of Feterboroaglu 


SCOTS PEERS in the laff, but not in this Parliament: 


Marquis of Lothian 
Eatl of Caffilis 
Aberdeen 
Selkirk 


Earl of Galloway 
Hopetowa 
Dunmore 
Kinnaird 
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CREATIONS 


Duke of Clarence 
Lord* Hcathfield 
Kenyon 
Dover 
Sfalmfbury 
Fuller wick 
Fife 

Grimftone 

Mulgrave 

Duodas 

Cunven 

Douglas, Earl of Moreton 


Lords H irrwnod 

D >u?lab, Lord Douglas 

Gage 

Grenville 

Auckland 

Uppti Offory 

Clive 

Littleton 

Mendip 

Bradford 

Selfey 

Yarborough 


NEW BISHOPS, 


Dr* Douglas, ofSalilbury 
Cleaver, of Chdlcr 
Stuart, of St. Ds^id's 
Beadon, of Gloucester 
Horne, of Norwich 
Vernon, of Cailifle 


Dr. Buller, of Exeter 

Madan, of Peterborough 
Sutton, of Norwich 
Horfley, of Rochefter 
Courtenay, ot Briftol 


NEW PEERS of SCOTLAND. 


Earls of Kelh 


Earls of Glafgow 

Toiphichen 
Baron Someivillc 


: Kelly 
Lauderdale 
Dumfries 
Elgin 

PEERS who have fucceeded by Defcent. 

Duke of iftanchelter 
Newcaftlc 
Montrofe, Said of 
Graham 


"Somerfet' 

Mfrquis of Winchefter 
* Hertford 
Earls Ferrers 
Pouiett 
Xl^rendaft 
wWwich 
, Pomfr<t 
Hardwick* 

Orfot# 

*«M)lCKeqtutpf Abeteom 
' Early KinnojR 
►*, ‘ iStannels 
* ' K Oxford; v ^ 

v vifeounts Montagu. 

« ■. JMfogM# 
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Eails Effingham 
Hillfborough 
Exeter 
Mansfield 
Bathurft 
Guilford 
Daikngton 
Buckinghimfhire 
Macclc* field 
Mount hdgtumbe 
Camden 
Digby 
Albemailo 

Vifcount Dudley and Ward 
Barons Craven 

Montagu, of Bougbton 

Clinton 

Rodney 

Camelford 

Foley 

Say and Selo 

Grantley 

Heathfield 
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Batons Dinevor 
Romney 


Barons ^ondes 

Ponlonby. 



Total, Peeis dead, 01 Scots Peers in the laft, but not in this Par¬ 
liament — — *— 8y 

Tor il Ci cations, new Bifhops, and new Scots Peers — — 44 

Total Peeis fuccecding by deicent — — — 49 

Total changes fince the impeachment 180 
N. B. Two D ikes of Somcrfet, two Euls of Guilfoid, two Vifcount* 
Montagu, two Bifliops of Hereford, and two Bifhops of St. Afaph, hare 
died fince the trial ot Mr. Haftmgs commenced. 


MANAGERS out of Parliament. 

Mr. Buike, Mi. Adam, Mr.Montagu. 

Dead. 

General Burgoyne. 

On Foreign Service, out of the Kingdom, 
bu Gilbert Elliot, Sir J. Erfkine St. Clur. 

Succeeded to Peerages. 

Lord North, Lord Maitland. 

Nine out of Twenty changed. 


REPORT 

From the LORDS COMMITTEES appointed to (earch for Ft®* 
cedents of the Manner of proceeding to Judgement up^fv 
Impeachments for High Crimea and Mifdcmeanors. 


By the lairds Committees appointed to fearch for Precedes Of the 
m inner ot proceeding to Judgement upon Impeachment! for 
High Cumes and Mifdemeanois. 

# *■ 

Ordered to Report, 

THAT the Committee hid met, and had examined the Rolls of Par-* 
lament and Journals of the Houle, in relation to the proceedings in Par- " 
lament, in cafes wh-ie judgement had been given upon tW^fiaUofwfr-- 
% fons impeached of high crimes and mifdcrae JPw, whidHut as fW&W, 
viz. - 

x. Richard Lyons, merchant, of London, was w^eachfd by th* 
Commons, (50 Edw. III. ig;6 —Rol. Pari. vol.B^pYag.) t , 

1. For covinuufly pi ©curing licence to export WQm«uciy here than to 
the flaple at Calais. v 
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2. For cgllei^ing imports for his own ufe on wool*, wool fells, and 
other wares, without afient of Parliament, or charging himfelf on record 

othe King, or paying him in caih. 

3. For an ufurious loan to the King of 20,000 marks, to be paid 
30,000. 

4. For buying up the King's debts at low difcount, and procuring 
payment in full, ana for taking brocage to procure payment to the King’s 
creditors: and fcveral fads were alleaged m particular. 

He denied the third, (videlicet), the ufurious loan, and pleaded the 
King’s command for the fecond, (videlicet), the import on wool, &c. 
Which, however, he could not produce under leal or otherwife; and the 
King difdaimed it.—For the reft, he threw himfelt on the King’s 
grace. 

The judgement pronounced was, imprifonmrnt during the King’s 
pleafure, fine and ranfom according to the degree of his offence, tofsof 
tranchifeof London, incapacity of office, prohibition to come to Council 
4 >r Court. 

At a futmwday he was brought up again before the Lord*, and told, 
that his ofttcki were fo great, that fatisfadion had not b.-eii made; he 
therefore fubmitted body, lands, and goods, to the King’s pleafure. 

It was thereupon ordered, that his lands and goods mould be feized 
into the King’s hands, and his body imprisoned d iriug his pleafure. 

' As to the general allegations, inqueft was awarded. 

9. William Lord Latymer ivas impeached: (coEdw. III. 1*76.— 
Rolls Par. so), ii. p. 324.) 

•ift* For taking victuals and ranfom of Bechercll and Plymmeifon in 
Bretaigne, contrary to the King's order, as appeared in Rage man’s in- 
quert, fetded by Lords in Bretaigne. 

ad. Acceffioft to the ufury of Lyons, in lending 20,000 marks to he 
repaid 30,000, which was advanced partly out of the Kingk...oney, of 
Which Latymer was treafurer. 

. ; 3d. Licences to export wool elfcwhere than to the ftaple at Calais. 

4«h*' -Taking imports thereon. 

ift. Latymer denied the matter in the inqueft from Bretaigne called 
Ragtman, but put himfelf on the King’s favour for 10,000 livres, which 
taken for ranfom. 

,2d.*Ie denied the loan. * 

That the licences were granted not by him alone, but by joint a 4 - 
ftlee of others, to the King's profit. 

' 4thb *^»e imports were voluntary offers of the merchants. 

’Auch deliberation, private and public, judgement was given, 
^botjhtjyas, by his own Angle coupfel, in-default on the loans, and on 
JIM vertices again ft the ftaples, and the imports, that he (hould be iinpri- 
‘ ' 4 th.the Afarfhal, and make fine and ranfom at the King's pleafure: 
se was let to matnprize. 



tg Parliament) by warrant ttr mandatum Reels , obtained on 
iSjhn.' (jo Rdw. III.—Rolts Pari. vol. ii, p. 327.) 

file Lords committed him on the fiatute, for the falfe 


complaint to theKing, and I adjudged him to akfllftrifee and rttffom, and 
awarded 20I. a-piece to Botild and Coupe re. ' 

The Lords fent the demand for petit cuftoms to the King's Bench, 

4. Pecchee was impeached by the Commons for fuing out an ojwtvfr- 
fivd patent tor monopoly of fweet wines, and taking an advance or 131 
4d. on each pipe, whereof ros. was due by the patent to the King* (JO* 
Edw. IIT. 1376.—Rolla.Parl. vtoU ii. p. 328, et feq.) - . I ,1 


The Commons therefore prayed that He iliould account td the 1®^' 
for the ics. and do jtrflice to the reft. n j 

He pleaded that 3s. 4 r i. was fettled as the proper deffif&&$tyoft$ 4 to< 
ios. by the Mayor and Aldermen of London, which they dfehfed- Wlfilny 
upon he was adjudged to prifbn, and to make fine andranlbm, iWwt!*- 
xisfadtiou to the parties grieved by his extortion. 

5. Lord Neviil was impeached by the Commons, among ^eh^r 
for buying the King’s tallies of Lady Rarenfholt^ at dHcpunc,,«ndj«^m[ 
entire payment. (50 Edw. III. 1376.-—Rolls Pari, vol, it. 

Judgement, that he fbould make farisfa&ion to Lady. 
ecutors, and be pr.nifhed, according to the nature Jfj^^fdted^ j$Kt 
the reft, by imprifonment, fine, and fanfbin; >. 41 , 

Lord Latymcr reftored upon objection to the proceedings, teiEdW*, 
IIZ. 1376.) ^ 

Like petitions for the reft difappointed by the breaking tip of Parlia¬ 
ment. , ■ j • 

The Commons prayed, that all who had ftrgrendercd the Kingfa 
caftles might be puniihed according to their defects.»fi Rich. II. 137?, 
Rolls Pari, vol.'iiK p, 14.) V* 

Sir Richard le Scroop, Steward of the Houfehold', arraigned them |jjp* 
fore the Lords, who, on the matter, condemned them to death. 

Th e Lo rds ex mero motu brought up Alice Vcrrcrs, a °d commanded 
the Stewarcfof the Houfehold, Richard le Scroop, to-arraign heft , 

She pleaded Not Guilty; and it.was referred to an inqueft of thin 
Houfehold, who found her guilty. 

The Lords found the ordinance of 50 Edw. III. to be a uatutc, and 
ordered her to be banlflied. m 

The Commons unanimoufly impeached William de la Poole, EttfeAf 
Suffolk, late Chancellor: (to Rich. II. 1386.—RollsParf. voli il/p. itw) 
Thar, being Chancellor, he purchafed lands, &c. to a>large amount* 
contrary to his 01th, and without defert, confidering the wants of 4 tfe 
realm ; and that they were extended at under value its deceit of^heKihg^ 
That he laid in Parliament, that the meafqjrcs-recommet^pd b^Xbc 
Nine Lords Committees for the public weal ought to be executed'! bpt 
they were not,, by default of him who was the King's, principal office?. 

That money granted by the Commons to be laid but in'a certain man¬ 
ner was otherwife expended-by his default. * ^ 

That Tydman had forfeited his annuity of 50I. out of the cuftoms m 
Hull/' and it bad been difeontinued twenty or thirty" years; but xh®' 
Chancellor purchafed it, and the King conaaped. J9r 

That the High Mafter of St. Anthony being fchifmatic, abdtbe'f^* 
fits due to the King were rented by the Chancellor at 20 marks, whereto 
be gained 1000 marks, and the fucccifor could not obtain U*ery bof ( t$r 
a recognizance, to pay the Chancellor and his fob John lOoLpOr aU^fMh 
for their lives. 

Vol.xlil 3G 
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sum 

w 

That the patent gWtt&ed; 'to Doter vat in 4»(herifon of the Crown, fob. 
irfive or the King's courts and laws. 

’{'bat 10,000 marks were borrowed by ordinance of Parliament, at 
he expence of 3,000, for Ghent; but, by the Chancellor’s default, the 
own was loft, and the 3,000 marks, 

* The Earl faid, protefling, 

^ That, as Chanceiloi, he represented the King, and ought not to an* 
ter him in his royal pref.nee. 

'^‘t Jsepught to anfwcr by attorney; but the Lords thought it more 
rail* foe him toanfwerin peifoo. « 

ifthe lands were fairly purchakd for valuable confulei ation, when 
inggavnhim the earldom of Suffolk, but the land* had been leafed 
J»e Quceo.and Ladv Suffolk; and his Mote fly gave him othus till 
fe v fhould bill in. *1 bis was confirmed in Parliament. 'I hat no <*x- 
l&ttwerejmade’ while Ke was Chancellor, but he took them at the highcll 

; . \ 

to mAeotlng the meafurcs of the Nine Lords Commutm, 
that mlitwfj(|«|Jnt-lirr rrffirrrtr and cauncilloi* as well as him, who, a> he 
^ to join the defence. 

anfwer to the third arritle owns, that a fubfidj wn rot cr, 
)i thug to the condition of the giai.t; and to the feventh, that 
tjtnarks, and Ghent, wete loft. 

WrTtdman’a annuity was not f 01 felted, but Imlv purchdld. 
sa$ t^hK.ug gave the bofpital oi St. Anthony m nmmenJhm 11 him 
fhil^bh, for the rent of 2omaiks; at that time lie kiuw not the 
but fottnd it Was 400 marks, width lie t< Id rim King, who ftili 




iMfipeadatfoo, pending which luitcamc u piuvilct, uiili whom he com* 
•landed. ^ • 

' Ak to, the DeVer charter and the reft, more gcnei illy mentioned, he 
ib»Owed the warrant; and ii they were unlawful, mat inters no perfonul 
punifbiwfcnt, bat only icpeal oi the clutters. 

Commons reply, 

ti^yufhewing his oath, and the inequality of the bargain againft the 

he claimed to reprefent the royal perfon, and had power over the 
ggher officcis, he muff anfwer toi their default, efpcually as he piomifed 
Jjfhc execution of the mea Cures in Patliamtnt. 

1 * 4 jjyy proved the forfeiture of Tydman. 

<: jgBw-as Chancellor ought to have given livery giatU to the provifoi. 
OT&e Chancellor is anlwerabie for the legality oi the patents he iflucs. 

*■. The Eafl rejoined ; 

Jr'That his oath bound him only to inform the King truly, after wjhich 
Was wot rfnfteerable for his grants to other , or hindeied from taking 
>0* bimfelf. But.ii amuvtll take the bargain of his hands, he agi ces 
:U as he bought. 

was ‘hot, ak ChanecHor, but an amicable adjuftment of doubtful 
between his fon abet the provifer. 

the Earl fra* Committed to the Conftable of England (and 


t) for-the heinoufoaft'pf the charge. 

V * * P J 
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The judgement of the Lord;, with reafons delivered, was, ' 

That the land* and their mcfne piofits ihould be feised to the King*! 
ufe, except the title and sol. per annutn out of the Earldom of Suffolk* 
and the 400 marks a year which he gave in exchange. «* 

The charter to Tydman 1 epealed. \ 

The 400 maiks aiiling annually flora St. Anthouy, and the zoo]* jUSt* 
annum fiom the pro vi lor, Ihould be forfeited to the King. ' 

As to the thiec at tides, the meafuresof the Nine Lords Committ^P 
the keeping of the ica and Ghent, be ought not to be impeached by hpt& 
(elf without the othcis his companions, who were then of the Khig’t' 
Council. ' * 

The Dover-patent 1 epealed, and the other patents generally meflttat* 
ed, it they Ihould be found wrong. 


Dif Mart is ^ 24° Apt tits 1621, poft Maidiem. ^ 

The Piincc acquainted the Houfe, that the Lord Chancellor 
Vilcount St. Alban) had fent a fubmilfion to their Lordlhips, 'whtCtk m 
lead, but not bung fuffadent, the collection of coriupgjpi* was read ^ 
Mi. Attorney, and font to the Lord Chancellor, witbttyeeaufe*ulfcjrf 
his conleifion was not fully fet down. » 

Report made by the tneflengcis, that his Lordflup faid he would retdsc^ 
the Lords an anfwer, which not being thought fatisfaftory, another 1 
meflage was lent to him to know if he would confefs or itand on bi»2b* 
fence ? and an anfwer was returned, that he would make no, defence, 
but make a pai titular conleifion, and after that a fubmilfion, and time w£f 
given him tor that puipoic; and a memoundum is made, that a letter 
fiom the Loid Chancellor to the Lord Chief Juftice'was taken no notice 
of, bccaufc not duelled to the Houfc, 25th April. The Lord Chief 
Juftice ligtiiiied to the Houfe, that he had received from the Lord Cham* 
cellor a paper roll, fealed up, which was opened, and being found 
reded to mJr Lordlhips, the fame was read, containing his confoifion 
and fubmilfion, and thereupon feveral Lords weie appointed to go $ttd 
fliew it him, and to know \\ hcrlier it was his own nand that was fob* 
fciibed to it, and whether he would Hand to it or not ?• And their Lord* 
fliips lepoiced, that he told them, it was his aft, his hand, his heart* 
and befeechcd them for mercy; whereupon the Ptince was defiled tQ’ 
move the King to fequefter the Great Seal, 30th April. His Hrgbneflr 
icportcd, that he had moved His Majeily accoidiugly, who molt drsV^ 
lingly yielded thereto, laying, he would have done it, if he hadstt&b 
been moved therein, 30th April, pojl meridiem. - & 


Dte Mirturiiy 2® Mail 1611, pqft MtriJiqn, > * 

Agreed, to pioceed to> fcntcnce the Loid Chancellor to-morrowitjphs^ 
ing; wherefore the Gentleman Uflier and the Scijcant at Aims, altettd- 
ants on this Houle, were commanded to go and futurnon him, the Lord 
Chancellor, to appear here in peifon to-morrow morning, by nine 0£ 
the Jock; and the Seijeant was commanded to take his mace with hicjjj 
^and to fliew it unto his Lordflup at the laid fummous. *> 

Die Jowv t 3® Man 1621. 

The Gentleman tJlher and the>Seijeant at Aims attending this 
repotted, that (accoiding to the appointment of tlieir Loraflilpa raw?- 
day) they repaired laft night unto the Lor$ Chancellor* smftm tfi«y 
found lick in bed ; and they fignifad unto him theft Lordlhips/pleafure. 
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U \4 fti^thep were (eat & funtmoa Mia to appeal here, before their Lrrd- 
flops, this morning by nine ot the clock: Who anfwered that he 11 lick, 
end protefted he feigned not this for an cxcufe; for if ht had been well, 
itO Would wi’lingly have come. 

( The Lords irlolvcd to proceed notwithftanding againft the Loid Chan- 
tailor; and the King’s Attorney having read ttu. charge md conftllion, 
ft was put to the queftion, Whether the Lord Chancellor be ynlty ot 
jt bp matters whuewith he is charged or no ? And it wa agieeu by all, 
ikutmi th it he nab theicol guiltv. * 

. jAnd, 'to the end the Lords might the moie freely difpute and refolve 
at fentehfe to pals upon the Lord Chancellor toi his (aid offences, the 
was adjourned «d libitum. 

i Houfe being tefumed, and the Lord Chief Juftice returned to his 
i, it wasmut to the queftion, Whether the Lord Vilcount St. Al- 
(Lord Chancellor) mall be Appended ot all his titles ot nobility, 
4 dHt)e his life, or no 9 And it was agreed per plures , that he (liould not 
fufpfeadcd theieof.—(Journals ot the Houfe pf Lords, vol, 111. p. 84.) 

„ * Dicjovts , ib° Apults 16at. 

n/t 

Memorandum. That Mi. Serjeant Ciew came to the Clerks table, 
mphaifttfed the offences commuted by Sir Francis Mitchell, pnlonci m 
foe Tower, and the proofs theieof. 

Sis Francis MttchtU being called to t^c bar, was ch aged with the faid 
Offences; and made his aniwer unto them particularly. 

V 

Dit Vrxer s, if Man 1621. 

^Tbe offences wherewith Sir Fiancis Mitchell is charged 26th April 
ik being lead, the Ho'ufe was adjourned ad libitum. 

Hr. &i}eant Crew having opened the chaigc and the pi oofs (which 
\ read by the Clerk,) the Houfe was refumed again. /*■*• ’ 

: was put to the queftion, Whether Sir Francis Mitchell be fo guilty 
bf pflcnces, or anjr of them, chaiged upon him, tbit * is worthy to 
tymaMtifedj 

onto per (Journal* of the Houfe of Loids, vol, 111.) 

Die Mercurti, 1 a° Matt 1624. 

Lord Treafurer + being at the bar, and being aJmitted to fpeak 
_ HI own defence, his Lordfnip fuff repeated the ieveral heads of the 
gftexnwherewith he is charged; (videlicet,) 

1 V * li > * 

.. .K^fooching the Wardrobe. 

^nx^jupnehing the two bribes received of the Faimers of the Culloms. 
^ifjjcompofinons of the out-ports for groceiy. 

4. The afficerv>of the tirdnance. 

And'tne Com t of Wards. 

lie Lord Treafurer being withdrawn, and the Houfe adjourned ad 

Attorney General Seed that part of the charge agunft the Lord 
!bfer which concerned die Wardrobe. 

Losd Treafurer uri&rtook the office of the Wrrdrobe in the z6th 
the King's Majefty 1 * rtign, and continued the Service of that place 
% 

* Sic ia Orift 4 Aid of Middlesex. 
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from Michaelmal anno t6*» unto Michaelmas rgs This office lie tocflfc; 
upon him, under pretence ot doing His Majcfty fpecial fervice; and for 
that purpose obtained » certain alignment of 20,000!. Per aa/ttmf, aS[ 
thereabout*, w hicli was duly paid unto him by way of inipreft. 

Inftcad ot doing fervice, he hath brought that place into dtfordet an$ 
confufion ; he hirh not duly ferved the warrants which he iliould hit* 
ferved; he hath not duly paid the •workmen and cieditors; he bafhj^bt 
thci kept orderly accounts, nor yielded any 1 ; hut, under colour of 
tended iervice of gitat importance, hath procured gifts and dhchargwL 
of great turns of money which he received hr the execution of that place, 
and toi the Queen's funeral. , ' 

And thcii Lot (Whips having duly considered of the Climes obje&ed 
agamft the Lord Trc-durer, for not entering into a book of acccrajrtfc the 
wai rants and emptiens, (as he ought to have done), whereby tne fettles 
ment and ancient inftiiution of that office is altogether broken, anrffar 
not ieiving the wainntsdiie&ed unto him for the King's own per(b^; 
thoueh he w as otten urged thereunto; nor paying divers of thecrednot* 
for fuch fiift a <hcy ferved in, although he received so,oool. £er anaildf# 
by wi) of impreft, for the 01 dinary chaige only of that office, whtCef 
fai UMmn would have fully defiayed; and for that he had not perftaji^. 
ed that goo \ iti vice, which hcpietendcd, unto HisMajcfty j but, fltwv* 
pittena theic >f, had procured unto himfelf great atfid large gifts 
His IT in ily, and a pardon of divus great fums of money. 1 

And the Kind’s Couniel having fatisfied their Lordftups, that fh6i$id 
pardon to the JLoid Tieafurcr did not pardon his Lotdfhip's not accottpt-, 
ing, 

The Houfe was refumed, and put to the queftioh: s * 

i. Whcthci the Lo-d Tieafurcr, for his carriage in the office of this ( 
Waidiobc, be ccnUrabL oi no ? K 

And general!) agi ecd unto by all (ncmine diffentiente) to bti eeiriptyd, 

*Die ITercmtt, 12 0 ilfo/V, 1624, pijl Meridiem,* 1 

The Houfe is adjourned ad libitum. 

Mr. Attorney lead ih it part of the ehaige againft the Lord Treafurtri * 
which com erned the taking ot 500I. of the farmers of the wines andedt* 
rants tor a bribe ; and ot 500I. ot the farmer* of the great fat m of cu&MSf 
for a babe ; and for cxadhng of 10OU of the faid farmeis of wine and 0Uf« 
rants. * » 

And their Lordftups took into their confideration the Lord Treaffirit^f 
anfwer unto the faid two bribes. " *5 

All which being fully dikuflld, the Houfe was refumed ; al^tit tftia - 
put to the quiflion : * 

Whethei upon this whole charge, the Lord Treafurer be cen(uro$ri^ 
or no ? 

And agiccd generally to be cenfured. 

The Iloufe being again adjourned ad libitum. Mr. Attorney GedfAlf 
read thit patt of the chaige againft the Lord Ti*. a finer, which conceAtr 
ed his Lot dihip’s procuring of George Herriott to funrndcr tp* leafecfe 
the fai m of fugars, which he held upon a rent of 10,000 tna ks per ahqglJgl ‘ 
to the King, andjor procuring anew leafe thereof immediately unto two 
ofhisLordfliip’btervams(to his own ufc) at aoool. per annum; 
denying the merchants, upon their exportation cf iligars, the ‘ 

paid therefore upon the importation, &> his JLordfhip ought to havt| done, 
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fer tile! d 5 re£Hons letters patent of 5 0 Dec. amo 8° Ja¬ 
cobi. '■ ■' , '* > • 

j l?pon reading whereof, the Lord Keeper signified unto their Lordfliips 
tb&the had received a meflage frotn the King, touching this charge; vi- 
'$j$cet, That flis Majefly did fscely give utito the Lord Treafurer 4000I. 
toeiiannum, out cf the faidleafe of iugars, the fame to begin prefcntly 
Sm&r the date' thereof.' ( 

/i f Their Lordfliips taking into their fconfiderntion that this was the King’s 
they did not think it fit to ceniyre the Lord Trcafurer for the 
iflthpttgB. hia Lordfliip had undifly informed fiisMajefty of good 
in the office of the Wardrobe, (.which his Lordihipper- 
||pe| not 1 ) fir which thU Icafc of iugars was given him; neither did 
utfcirn). hi.** Majefty (for ought appears) that a debt of 70001.- 
Was Initialled upon that leafe, the which his Lor dihip transferred to the 
|»|ni o? tobacad. 

>/Afid‘a|»>uchi n g the denial of the impoft.untQ the merchants upon the 
i^fp^rtationoffugars, for that his Lordfliip affirms that-the under farmers 
fiHCpfygars from him arc liable to the re-payment of the laid impoft 
V hfcduc), their Lordfliips did not think it fit to cenfure the Lord 
iftfc for the fame. 

KRtttWfioufe bciug'refuincd, it was put to the cjucllion. Whether 

ifiip Tttaffirerffiairbe free from any ccnfdre in this particular charge 

“ . ■ * 

& ■* < 

^gtherally agreed to be freed. 


tyfe Houie was again adjourned ad libitum •: And Mr. Attorney Ge- 

I* r . . 1 . • • • I* . » , • iS « T 1 n. /• 1 • , 



rjfajfarcr;had given warrant to levy the fame againfl their wills, 
the 'entering, of„thleir goods until tlje lame were j^tjyiccord- 

tflat it appeared that the Lord Treafurcr Dorfett’s letter, dated 
^Mfi^fisrleVylng the faid compolition, agreed with the letter written by 
'Ttpafurpr, and for that divers* of BriAol had paid the like 
an# for that, ftf did not appear that the Lord Trcafurer did 
hy feek 'ai^ benefit to himfelf, their Lordfliips did not think him 
%iaoJo &«rt jfayed for the fame. 

? v iVaJ&cfo tj| fh?. Houfc being refumed, it was -put to' the queftion,— 
fpif the/pofd Trcafurer fliall be free of cenfure in this charge of 
^ or no ? ' t> . 

to Be freed. 


M * •V' 



oufe heing adjewrned adlbitum again, Mr. Attorney General 
her part of TreafurerV charge, videlicet, That his 

Sf» f°r thefe two ye , and £ half, (fince he was Lord Treafurcr) 
temferveothe twpjiroportiona or eftuhliflimcnts -for the ordinary 
liyjt/the Office Of the Ordnance, neither that which was fettled 
Tupfdy thereof by* Privy Seal, annofexto Jacobi, for the ordinary 
^fersice, j' nor thatit^jfswf 1630, fet down by his Lordfliip and the . 
.^/JMnoncrs of tlre^Navy, for the prefent fupply thereof, wberc- 
e floi.es ore in effe£L wholly unfufriiihcd; and (h§t. his Lordfliip, 
^Wa|- XfWd Treafurer, neglefted, and kept not the contrail made 



by himfelf and other Coitti^Sonen jvith Mr. l ffijffin -fcr gunpavfder,toi 
the hazard of the kingdoms, abd prejudice of the King; ahd tfrat he 
made unlawful bargains for the lgnds of Sir Roger Dalifon, contra^n^ 
to procure payment of old arrears of debt, which he performed when he 
became Treafurer; and to procure the making of Baronets ; and a fuifc 
to the King for compounding with His Majcity's copy •holders o£Wa 
field, which he valued at aoocl., and for ufing indirect means, 
power and countenance of his place, to wreft Sir t Richard Smith and,. . 
John Devye out of a leal'e which Sir Roger Dali(on had palled ilii 
them. J ■' ' ■ *■ i ' i 



paid the arreitr of debts to that office for bis,own particuji 

_ -___ n. _. l _ jZj . it,_. _ y i_?.' di‘A j if 


IMV 

of payment tn^n of, the making of baronets, and a fuit for,„.^„ 
pouvding of Majclly’s copy-holders of Wakefield, and bis Lor3S* si3f;s * 
anl'wcr e.itu ttu.-, videlicet, That h? preferred ihH fuit unto the Kjf 
jSii v of Sir Thomas Mounlon’scitatc, (a man heretofore of good ace 
in his couut’.y, and now decayed) which their Lordflljps thought^ 1B|| 
fordid fm a L.nd Tic.i-uSer io make ufe of for his own benefit 4 
appearing ununhur Lordfliips that the faid' Lord Treirfurerh^f^.^ 
foot an old outlawry upon a debt long liner paid by the (kid Sir-Roger 
Dali Ion, ano that his Lord (hip, upon pretence of a debt to the KSfijjf- 
where then: was none, procured a revocation of leticis of adminilkatiott* 
granted of Sir linger Dalifon’* goods, and had written his Jettcriunta tfcg* 
Judge* ot the Common Picas, for the countenancing pf this^ndjrpSh 
comic ro wu'll the faid leale from the faid Sir Richard Smith srf-S&jS 
John Drvje, formerly granted unto tlu.m by the fold Sir 
All thffe nehig fully debated, the Houfe was refumed, and it witkptt&fe 
the queftion, • \ < 

Whether the Lord Treafurer be worthy of a ccnfurc, in regajrd o?? 
this whole charge, both for the three bargains, ane^fur not fupp|y££ 
ing the Office uf the Ordnance f • ,, -tfev ' 

And generally agreed unto by all to be confuted. ■ ; 


% 

k 



The Houle was again adjourned ad libitum ; and Mr. Attorney'ffcadf' 
the reft id' the ch.«rgc ag-dnll the Lord Treafurer, videlicet,- Thkl'dfri^ 
Lord Treafurer being Mailer ol the Wards, did, in anno Domini 
caufe the inllruttions let forth by His Majefly in anne ^ ' 

well oi dcriug uf the Court of Wards, to be altcred kgainft the wji 
officers, by the inilinfurmation of His Majpfty, jWltorcby be batik 
the petitions from the Clerk of that Court, an&ajjfpfopriated thttto'4... 
himfelf and his Secretary; and that hU Lordfilip having to himfcl&6tap 
cealed wardfltips, he may ealily make wardlkips concealed by the coupWK 
of the faid new iuftructions ; and that his Lord (hip Hath doubled $t»- : 
fees for continuances of liveries, and made a (lamp, and delivered MR; 
fame to his Secretary, who hath (lamped therewith, in theabfence^4jf 
the mailer, tenders, continuances, warrants W the Great Seal, grants,. ^ 
wardfliips and lcafes, indentures of liveries, &c. ' v *v 

And their LorUffltps confidering that it was not proved byt$e exauwlii*; 
nation of witnelfes, that the Secretary was appointed to take any fee^fc 
the faid petitions, cither for himfelf or for the Lord Treafurer; odr 




' Iff * 

that (be Loud TFcafiiWf bad made any benefit to birafelf of concealed 
Wards by virtue of the faid new mftru&ions ; therefore their Lor Jfhips 
thought his Lordfhip not cenforable for thofetwo points of this charge ; 
|h*S as touching the doubling of fees of continuances ot bv.iies, they 
jhpught his Loidfhip woi thy to be confuted, both in lefpri'i of the g’ ievx 
uttXICc of the fubjtft, and of h :3 Lordfbip’s anfwer unto the fame. videlicet, 
U >* the King\giace to the people, let them pay for it: And t »r that 
lie delivered a ftamp unto his Sccietaiy, whereby he committed tnegieat 
jtrufi lepofed in him by His Majefty, unto his fervant, not deigning to 
&(i) the petitions, live lies, and wan ants to the Great Seal, with his own 
xSttne« their Lordfhips thought him worthy to be highly cenfu r cd fur the 
font*. 

And therefore the Houfe being returned, the queflion was pur. 

Whether the Lord Treafui er deferves a cental e upon the whole charge 
or no ? 

Aftd agreed unto by all (ntmme dijffenticntr) to be ccufuied tor the 
fame. 


Die Joviiy 13 * Ma.i, 16 24'. 

.Ordered, That the Gentleman Ufher and the Seijemtat Aims, at¬ 
tendants on this Houle, do fummnn the hail of Midd. v Loid Treat Ur 
Kf of England, to apptar prcfentl) before; their Lordihips. 
t This was figned by the Lord Keeper, and delivered to the Gentleman 
lifter, 

' The Houfe.being adjourned ad libitum ; the Cleik read the heads of 
die fix charges again A the Lord Treaiurcr, and the fix feveial votes of 
fte Htoufe which were yefterday palled upon the fame. 

And lh» Lords having deliberately confidercd upon the proofs of bii- 
hpty, extortions, oppreflions, wrongs, and deceits, objected again Jl the 
LordTjreafurer, their Lordfliips found the lame to be molt appaicntly 
andalfo having confidcred his Lord<hip'a allegations, a ccnfuic 
Mfciafthim was drawn up, and notice lent to the Commons, that the 
Y%tfts were ready to give judgement; who, being come, flic fame was 
pKpn((unce<iaccord!ugly.—(Journals of the Houfe of Lords, vol. lit.) 


Die Mtrcurri, n° Ji u’n, 1628. 

Roger MsrMfcrtoge, Doftor in Divinity, b< ing this-day brought to the 
b&r, the declaration of the Comnioti 3 again!! him was lead. 

And then Mr. Serjeant Ciew and Mi*. Attorney Genet tl did charge 
t bi$t with the offences contained in the faid declaration, and opened rhe 
^ proofs ot the faid offences out of the fevcral plieis ot his two lermons, 
cached before the King's Majtfty in Julj lath; and they the 
«v^JeanjtCtewe and Mi. Attorney Gencial did farther chaige 
Loger Mai^waangc for preaching a thiid iermon, 4 0 Man lart, 
,t& Parliament/ in his own parilli church of St. Giles in the 

{ wherein he / dpl{irered three ai tides to this effect, videlicet, &c. 

► * 

DhPenetity 13 0 Jmu % 1628. 

. Dr. Mtmparinge being this day brought to the bar before the Lords, 
tfad admitted to fpcak for himfelf unto the charge of the Commons agaiult 
ftbis, eniwered in effe£t as followeth, &c. 

< The prifoncr being withdrawn, the Lords confideccd of their cenfort 
•ttfmft him. 


. * Sic. ia of if. 



*»s- 


mam 

W« 



DbSaMati, 14* Junii, x6a§? < 

Meflage to the Comoraa e f Tbit the Lords are ready to'prOceed fl» * 
judgement again ft Dr. Manwtriog?, if they* with their Speaker, will • 
come to demand the fame, &cc, t * 

Judgement given; and then -the Common* departed, and Dr. hfei- 
warmge was fent prifonertothe Fleet.—(Journals of the §toufeo£ 
vol. ut.) M *“ 

Die Merc«rii t *£ JanuarX, '1709. 

The Houfe being informed, that Dr. Sachevereil was at the , jfc* 
was called in, and kneeling at the bar, delivcied his anAri* to thfto* 
tides of impeachment againft him. «, > / 

A meflage was fent to the Houfe of Commoafej^^^^Mtot dmashst 
Dr. Henry Sachevereil hath put in his aofwer nMHGpMtpf fQgjtfeh* 
meat font from their Houfe againft him, which 
nicated to them; and detire that the fmd onginil gB&HP&fjf 
cd with convenient fpeed. , * m rto - 

TtimFentr,,, 3 0 February 1709. 

A meflage was broue^ft ftom the Houfe of Commons, to retturol^.^ 
Sicheverell’s anfwei to the impeachment againft him j together with tragi 


Sicheverell’s anfwei to the impeachment againft him } together witbtti 
replication of the Commons to the f<ud anfwer. _ < + 

It L> ordered by the Lords Spiritual and Temporal in PariiameikOj 
femblcd, That Henry Sachevereil, Do&or in Dtvkmy, (ball be tried t 
the bti &f this Houte'on Thurfday next, being the 9th iuftatit, at^hmjl 
o'clock in the torenoon. * 

W 

Die Mtrth, 14 ° Martii 1709 . * f 

The Duke of B >lton reported from the Lords Committees appoint*^ 
fearch gnd infpect precedents of impeachments coftcerhihg C(if*8i'.%9 
rmiduneanorS* and report fuch of them as they think peeper (ft'bejli 
befoie the Houfe, in 1 elation to Di. Sacbevcretl'a impeachment. *u* 
The abft rifts of which impeachments were road, as *Jto iome a 
impeachments at large, out of the journals. 

Aner which, and debate thereupon fev^ral popo^fll me 
And a debate anting, Whtthei a qtrcftioft ibould t# lhpwd F 
It w is propofed to adjourn the Houfe. 

Then the queftlon was put, , 

Whether this Houfe dull be now adjourtied i 

It was refolved m the negative. ,. 

The qucftion was put. That, by 
profocuttons by impeachments for high 
writing 01 fpeaking, the particular words 

neceffiry to be expreflly fpeclfied in fuihTfopCBH^pmr ^ / * iSPp 
lr was refolved in the affirmative. DfflSflpffipPPifV ‘ 



the parcicjlir wordsTuppofod to be crimmalJgjFtiot 
prcuiy fp ciiied in ftich impeachments **“ 
ifrts ordered biMlu Lords Spiritual *P§ Tm9fN»d 


writing 


fembled. That, on Tn 
proceed upon the imp< 
ruy, article bv article. 

Vol. XL1I. 



sjpjtammmjcs.* 


A t 7 , 5 . 



Die y*pa t i (P* 3 fat tit, 1709. 

* Then the order of the 14th infant being read* for talcing into confi- 
deratioo the impeachment of Dr. Htnrv Sacheveicll, article by article. 

And it being moved to decUre, That the Commons had made good the 
firft article agAuft Di. Sacheveiell: 

After long debate thereupon, 

Tbivnuelhon was promoted, That the Commons have made good their 
fogmcte of impeachment agatnft Henry Sachevetell,' Doctor in Dm* 


r fttthttAbai 

dp. 


tc thereupon. 

Whether this queftion fliall be now put ? 
affirmative. 


tfity. 

And, after fort! 

Thfrqueftiqnj 
Ik was lefoh 
niflemkat. * T * 

Thdtfthe tfudMnk^ion was put, That the Commons have made good 
their ffift article dfwpcachmeot agamft Henry Sacheverell, Doctor m 
mmiit} f 

v -Jp Was refolved in the affirmative. 

XSSenticnt. 

* It U fefolved by tbe Lords Spmtual and Temporal, in Fuliament af- 
femblc 3 , That the Con nons have, 1 lade gopd then firft article of nn* 
^peachntent again ft Henry Sichctci ell, Doctor in Divinity. 

* jft*ja ordered by the Loids Spintu+il and Temporal m Parliament af- 
ffiptyed, That this Houfc {hall to monow, at eleven o*tlock, piocced 
Vfpea the fecond article of impeachment againft Henry Sachcvcrdl, Doc* 
yor tn Divinity. 

* 

r Di* Fenenu 17* jlfartu, 1709. 

H* %e Hbufo t tourfuant to the ordei yefteiday) took intd confidemtiotr 
Jifeseraiul article of the Commons* impeachment agamft Henry Sache- 
Doctor i« Divinity. 

« Afl d thereupon) 

** <*Tbii put, x 

That foe Commons iutve made good foe fecond article of their im- 
/ tenement agamft Henry Sacheverell, Doctor in Divinity } 
Jkw&l Ufjftdveffiin the affirmative. 

^«pifiafait. 

S put, fevei 41 v, upon the thud and fourth 
affirmative; and diffint. 

Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament af- 
hde made good the itcond, third, and fourth 
£pgamft Henry Sacheverell, Doctor m Di- 



. That this qucftion be aflted every Lord m 
(videlicet) 

ving made! good foe federal articles of im* 
[enry Sacheverell, Dodoi in Divinity^ the 
Sacheverell is guilty of hieWsi uas and miffie* 


A.'< 79 * 4 fjt 

It it ordered, That the 'Anther tt U ftfid cintion ofthp debate ugMftf the 
propofed queihon Hull be adjourned ID to-morrow, at eleven o'clock. 


DuSatimfif 1 8* Mdrtft % 1709. 

Then the queihon propofed yefarday to be aiked every Lord in Weft- 
namfter Hall, was read, (videlicet) * I 

That the Commons having made good the feveral articles of the 
impeachment againft Henry Sacheverell, Doftpr irj Divinity, the 
faid Dr. Henry Sachcvcieli u guilty of high crudes and mltiib*'* 
mcanors ? p * 

The order being alio read for refuming the adjourned debate there* 
upon, * A, * 

It was moved, and (after debate) agreed, to -leave Out the fis ft pert of 
the piopofed queihon, (videlicet) ~~ 1,, ^ 

That the Commons having made good the feveral articles of 
p achment againil Hemy Sacheverell, Djftor in Divinity. 

It is ordered, by the Ljrds. Spmruil and Temporal, in. Pai K yn tiSfft 
aflcmbltd, That the. queihon to be put to each Lord in tht flail, bigift. 
mng at the junioi Baiun fiift, fliall be. 

Is Di. Hemy Sacheverell guihy of hi"h crimes and mTfdcmeanora^ 
chirged upon him by the impeachment of the llon.e ot Cdffi- 
* mons ? , 

Then it being propofed to canfidei what anlwer each Luid lhall give, 

And debate thereupon, 

T. his queihon was piopofed, 

Whether the anlwer to be given by each Lord ftadl be, Ghilty or 
not “Guilty (only) * t w k 

Theiwthe queihon was put, f * 

Whethci the wotd (onh) lhall (land part pf the qudgfy} 1 ? 

It was relolved in the aduuutive. * 9 * 

Then the queihon w is put, - , 

Whcthei the anlwer t > be given tar each Lord to tWaueftlbo to bo 
put m Wedmuiflei HiQ, thill Be GHuhy 01 NotGuflty (only) I • 

It was relolved in the affirm mve. * ^ / 

It is otdeied, by the Lotd* Spiritual and Temporal, in Parl&^eftt^|> 
femblrd, That the queihon to be put to each Lord in WefimtnffiK<£wK 
ihall be. 

Is Henry Sschevcrell, Doctor in pivtnTtyfV 
and nuidt mcanors, cbaigedon ‘ 

Houle of Common* ? And the 1 
or Not Guilty only. 

Diflenttcnt. 



Dte hunt, ao° Mm tli 1709. 

The Houle, purfuant to the or#r pfc fiatujdgp 1 < dd, mtirisMiS 
Welluupllcr Hall: ** , 

Ahd beiaojiifiafivcJjbe Houfe wss rafomed t 
And the Loid Chancellor debated,^ 
a queihon to be put to each Lord, fotreraily. , 

3 H 2 


'4b T t A *MS« 

K 

. Thfhhis Lordflfy pat the qaeftidn, beginning «X the junior Baron 
ant, u follows: 

Is Di. Henry Sacheverell guilty of high crimes and mifdemca- 
nors, charged upon him by the impeachment of the Houfe of 
Commmons ? 


And having aiktd every Lordpiefent; and they having declared Guilty, 
01 Not guilt\ : * 

His iiordffiip having call up the votes, declared him Guilty. 

Ditfentient. 

Then the Lord Chancellor commanded that Dp. Sacheverell Ihould 
come to the bar; who coming accoidmgly, kneeled until he was bid to 
‘sand up. 

P Then hi s Lor dfhip declared to him, That the lords had fully con* 
imdhjd found hull guilry ot high crimes and mif- 
derneanurs, chaiged on nlta by the impeachment ot the Houle of Com* 
ipona 

Thta Dr. Sacheverell defired that his Counfel might be heard as to 
the matter ot law to tltele tw points: 

ill, Thaj no entne chutt, lentmce, or expreflion, contained in ci¬ 
ther of his two Sermons, oi Dedications, is particularly fet foi th in his 
Impeachment. And, 

idly • That the impeachment is by the Knights, Citizen', and Bur- 
gtflh, CommifEoners of Shiies and Boroughs, in tm*n ime ofthemlelves, 
gm^ of all the Commons ot Great Britain; but the ai tides only by the 
Khights, Citizens, and Igprgefles, in the name of themlelves, and of 
alt the Commons oP&reat Britain; which is neither agreeable to the im¬ 
peachment, nor to the title of the Houfe ot Commons hnce the happy 
tftuttt. . 4 

* Then the Houle adjourned to the Houfe above, 

. And the Lord? being rcti shod, 1 

, The Houfe wa&jnfomed; 

- ^ AM the aft m*dP I# ttygfixth year of her prefent Majelly, tor render¬ 
ing the £)m|na» dL the two kingdoms more entire and complete, being 
read, and federation had of#bdfc was offered by Di. SacReveiell, 

It is ordered, That to-morrow, ty: eleven o’clock, this Houfe will 
take lfctp c^nfidqratwn what cculuie topaft upon the faid Di. Hemy 
,'Sachcve^K, 

■ ' * 

BttMmiii , Martn 1709. 

iiafrt’to the order yefterday) took fnto confide- 
Henry* Sacheverell, Doftoi ip Divinity. 




11 be enjoined not to preach during the 

Tfrf 

liultoicrm'of ypart, to be made incapable of receiving 
ilfefbegpfice than what he now enjoys. 

1 tu etatHwer tor three months, and untjg 
behavjaur during the tcim of feven-years, 

%»*■* W gho hanging, <* the exchange, in 
or and Sheriffs. * 





a,*,. " '.'WHUOTSfBfc W 

Then the Houfe took the propofed ceafure inttfeonfideratioli, paragraph 
by paragraph. 

And after debate upon die firft paragraph. 

It was agreed to leave out the word (Ieven.) 

And it bging propofed inflead thereof to iniert the word (three 1 ) 

The ouefthm was put, Whether the blank in the firft paragraph flail 
be nlled up with the word (three ?) „ • 

It was refolved in the affirmative. 

Then this queftion was put. That Dr. Henry Sacbeverel! (hall be en- 
jpined not to preach during the term of three years ? 

It was refolved in the affirmative. 

* —Then the fecond paragraph propofed w as. That Dr, Henry Sache*6Nft 
be made incapable of receding any ecclefiafhcal benefice foi the fpaca of 
three years. 

And after debate thereupon, ^ # 

T his queftion was put, That Di Henry Sacheverel! be made 
pable of receiving any farther eccleiiaftical benehce during the faid'tSKia ' 
of three years > 

It was re'olved in the negative. 

Then the third paragiaph propofed. That Dr. Henry Sacheverell flmll 
be impnfoned in the Tower tor thiee months, and until he And furetfe* 
'for his good •behaviour. 

This w is not infilled on. v 


Then the fourth paragraph propofed was. That Dr. Sacheverell**two 
fermons be burnt by the hangman at the Exchange, in the prefence of 
the Lord Mayor and Sheriffs. 

Aid afterfarthu debate, 

This queftion was p it, That the two printed fermons of Dr. Sachpve- 
Tcll, rafeired to by the impeachment of the Houfe of Commons, 
fhill be burnt befoie the Roval Bs change by the hands of the hang¬ 
man, m the preftnee ot the Loid Miyoi of London, and the two 
Sheriffs ot London and Middle ex, «► 


It was lefolvcd m the normative*-(Journals of the Holife of Lotto, 
vol. xix.) 

Du Mireurt », 2S 0 Apr Us 1725. <• 

Ordcicd, That the articles of impeichmcnt for high crimes and nrifde- 
ni B anoib, exhibited by the Houfe of Comftions agamft Thomas JEari of' 
Micclcsfield; and the anfwer of the fold Earl, together with the repli 
cation of the Houfe of Commons to the faid AUftrCr, be fbtthwdth print 
ed, tor the benefit and conveniency of the-„Lord» of this Houfe only, add 
delivered to the Clei k affiftant only formal jgwjpoft. A 


DitLun w, 24* mtrjtffy* *t 

The ordei being lent foi t iking into faithei confideration the impeach-1 
Lment of the Eai 1 of Macclesfield, 

[ It w is piopofed to j-efolve, Xhat^he Cqmfeom.bave made good 
miargc ol high crimes ami mildimeano s a^wia the (aid I£ail r , 
ifindn qm nn~ ft ired upon t*vc 1 »id prpp< ftfem, £ r t 

The previous quethoo wgs put, Wbetfcpt that qujjilion fiuU bf.n0w 
put ? J 

lleiolvcd m the afiUnuurc. 


Thenfhemain queffiofiwas pu$, 

That the Commons have mudfc' good their charge of high crimes and 
'' ' .mifdcmcanors againu Thomas Earl of Macclesfield i 
- It was relolvcd in live affirmative. 

» defter which 

It was agreed. That the queftion to be put to each Lord feverally, 
/loginning with the junior Bar :n, (hall be. 

Is Thomas Karl of Macclesfield guilty of high crimes and mifdc- 
meanors, charged on him by the impeachment of the Houfe of 
Commons,, or not guilty. ? 

v a: And every Lord prefent {hall declare his opinion, guilty or not guilty,' 
stji .his honour, laying his right hand upon his bread, 
rdcred, that.this Houfe will proceed bother on the impeachment 
Thomas -Earl of Marrlp.sfirlt^ tu-morrow at twelve o’clock. 


Die MrrA'is, 25° Mail 1725. 

, ' 1 A meffige^as .font to the Houfe of Commons, to acquaint them, that 
jfhe Lords are ready to proceed farther upon the impi-Hcnroent agarnft the 
-Ear} of MapcU* field.' 

Anti the M:lwgcrs being come, and tented as before, 

“' .The nfua) proclamation wtts made for lrlencc. 

Alter which the Speaker put the queflipn agreed on yefterday, to all 
tbe.^Lords prefenr, beginning with the junior Baron ^videlicet,) 

V ll Thomas Earl of Macclesfield guilts of high crimes and mifde- 
$t yjneanors, charged upon him by the impeachment oi the Houfe of 
Commons, or not, guilty ? 

/ And their Lordfliips, fcverally, declaring their opinion that he was 

. The Speaker declared the Houfe had unanimoufly found the faid .Earl 
fctfilty of high a:rimes and rmfdcjrneknors., charged upon him 15 y the ira- 
pcSchmcnt of the Hoiife of Commons. * 

Then the Managers were jfee&ed to withdraw. 

And the .Houfe was adjourned, during pleafu re, to unrobe. 

The Houfe wa& (Homed. 

The Duke of Devonfiiire, Lord Prefidenr, fignified to the Houfe, 
That lad night he received a letter from the Earl of Macelerfield, men¬ 
tioning that he was ill of the (tone: And his Grace aifo acquainted their 
Lordfliips, he was this day informed, by one of the faid Earl's lolicitors, 
that his. Lotdflup flili continued ill.' 

' '■ / i, ^ - 4 . 

. Ordefedv-That this 

. 

- , .And a meflage 'Hotife of Commons, to acquaint them 

#• rittrbrith. >' \ ' ■ - 

Ordered,' That the laid Eatfdbattend at the bar of this Houfe to-mor* 
ten o'clock in tfcefikenoon. j and that the Gentleman Uflier of 
" '**“ ‘ " * k t»nd j|^Q^at ;, ,]00ow.ati:ending this Houfe, do ferve 



U1 proceed farther upon the impeachment 
' '' Id, to-morrow, at tea o’clock in the 


With u 


. , iu it the laid Serjeant do take bis macc ^ ith^ 

^(hewitJjrisj^^flripat^tlMsfaid fumtaons. 

% .0rdeftdi>Tlfe tob fommoned to attend in their robes to* 




*• mi- 




Die Mercmriif 16® Mali 1725. 

The GentlenrraUfher of the Black Rod pve the Houle an account* 
that he and the Serjeant at Arm* had (creed their Lordlhips order on the 
Earl of Macclesfield, lor his attendance this day; and that his Lordfllip. 
was attending purfuant thqceunto. 

The order of the day being read for proceeding farther upon, the hue 
peach men t t rhe Earl of Macclesfield, « 

A meflasre was font to the Hcufo of Commons* to acquaint them that 
their Lordfhips are teady to proceed farther upon the impeachment againfib* 
she faid Kail. 

_And the managers being come* 

The ufual proclamation was made for filence. 

Then the Gentleman Uflier was dire&ed to c?U in .the 
clesfield. . 

Who being come to the bar, r 

The Speaker acquainted him. That the Lords had fully confide red of 
his cafe* and had unanimoufly found him guilty of high crimes and mif- 
demeanors chaiged upon him by the impeachment of the Hoijie of Com* 


Whereupon the faid Earl mentioned fome circumftaoces in mitigation 
of the cranes of which he had been accufed; but was interrupted by the 
^managers for the Commons, as being irregular*, hi*. Lotdffup* in what 
he faid* not offering any thing in an eft of judgement. 

Then the faid Earl acquainted the Houfo with the uneafinefs he WM 
at prefont under in regard of his illnets; and fubmitting himfoff to their 
Lordfliips jutlice and mercy, begged to be difmiffed any farther attend* 
ance at this time. 

Upon which the faid Earl* as alfo the managers, were directed to with¬ 
draw.^ 

The Houfd*was adjourned during pledfttre for the Lords to put off their 
robes. 

jdDrdcred, That the conveniences prepare^ for the managers for the 
Commons, foi their better accommodation in piofocuting thtir impeach* 
ment, be forthwith taken away, and that the Lord Great Chamberlain 
be defired to caufe the fame to be done accordingly. 

Ordered, That Thomas Eat 1 of MacclesiMd be committed to the cus¬ 
tody of the Gentleman Ufher of the Black Rod. 

OidcrcJ, That this Houfe will now proceed to the confidmtion o£ 
what judgement to give up in the impeachment againft the faid Earlt 

And it being propofod, That the faid iui 1 be fined in the fum of 30,000!. 
to the King’s Majefty: > * 

After debate, and re tding the b idgmentrf’off’fhi# Houfe. in the. cafos 
both of the Vifcount St. Albans* and the Rarl pf,Middlci’ex : 

It was propofod ta alk the opinion of th^^fidgei* Whethfcr the fale of* 
4 b office that hath rel 1:1011 to the administration of juftice* bean offence;' 
Mtainft the common law ? , 


nd a qaefliou being ftated upon the fatdtftenofi 
'he previous queftioa was put, Wbetbef%pr41 


^he previous queftioa was put, Whe< 
nffsS"rtIMTkirfh ioaoegative. 


ration; 

Queftioa ftull be aiotv 


* Sic. in wig. • 
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Then It being moved to refitta^ That Thomas Sari of Macclesfield 
be fined: 

The qnefiion was put thereupon; 

It was refolved in the affirmative. 

After which, 

It was moved to refolve, That Thomas Earl of Macclesfield (hill be 
4 or ever incapable of any office, place, or employment, in the ftate or 
commonwealth: *' 

And debate thereupon: 

The qutftion w s put, Whether the faid Earl {hall be for ever inca* 
pable of any office, place, or employment, in the fiatw or commonwealth ? 

It was reiblved in the negative. 

Oidered, That the fine the faid Earl (ball pay to the Ki.ig be 


Ordered, That the fan! Earl be committed prifoner to the Tower of 
London, and be there contimfal in late cufiody until he lhall have paid 
the find fine. ^ 

y Ordered, That this Houfe will proceed farther on the impeachment 
Mnuqft Thomas Earl of Macclesfield to*morrow, at ten o’clock in the 
forenoon. 

Ordered, That the Lords be fummoned to attend in their yjbes lo- 

1KNI<V« 

Ordered, That the Gentleman Ufiier of the Black Rod do bring Tho¬ 
mas Earl ot Macclesfield to the bar ot this Houfe to-morrow, at ten o’clock 
ia the forenoon. 

Die Jovhy a7 0 Man 1725. 

A meflage was fent to the Houfe of Commons, to acquaint them, That 
;b< Lords are ready togive judgement againft Thomas Earl of Maccles¬ 
field-, if they, with thmr Speaker, will come and demand the fame. 

A meflage was brought from the Honfe of Commons, to acquaint this 
Houfe, that the Commons, with their Speaker, do intend immediately 
to come tqdemimd mdgenUptagamft Thomas Earl of Macclesfield 1 afpi 
to defire that the Fainted- Chamber, and other paflages to this Houfe, 
1 may be cleared. 

Ordered, That the Painted Chamber and paflages be cleared forth¬ 
with. 

And the Mefiengers were called in, and told that the Loids bad given 
Order*, ps defined s 

And the officers attending this Houfe were commanded to clear the 
PehMa^Chambet esdgMages accordingly: 

of Commons, attended by the Seijeant at 
e, came to the bar; 

If&ice^ Speaker of this Houfe, directed the 
* Rod to bring thtthei the Earl ot Mac 


„ The Speaker of thO 

flUqdeiiMff l|Sher of die! 

Oilfield I who, after low obmfances made, knecltd until the laid Lort* 
Chief Juftice acquainted him he might afe. 

Then the Speaker oi^^pou^ joS Commons fpike as fallows: 

, My Lords, ‘ %r *^ f 

The "Knights, Chazftife, odd Burgeffe*, in Wfifament' aflemWed.-io 
jgte name of theMfelves and of all the C mm ons «»t Gic it Britain, did, 
Ot thb bai, impeach Thomas Eatl of Macclesfield. ot high cumes and 



"•of impeachment a$iunft him* 


mifderacanort, .and dideil 

and have nude good their charge. w ^ . 

I do therefore-, in the name: of the Knights, Cilirehs, atodtBurgeflM^ 
in Parliament affcmblrd, rtnd oral! the Commons Of Great T>?itairi, di- 1 . 
mand judgement of your Lordmfps, agairift Thomas Earl of Macrfes(feldj. ij? 
for the faid high crimes and mUdemtanors. 

After which, the Speaker cf this Houfe laid* 

* Mr. Speaker* 

The Lords are now ready to proceed to judgement in the cafe by you 
mentioned. >" 


Thomas Earl of Macclesfield, 

The Lords have unanimoutly found you guilty of high crittteS and' 
hiiliSameanors charged on you by the impeachment of (he Houfe of Q)|t|* 
monsT'fo that their Lord (hips find thcmlelves obiiged t- 
taent againlt you; which I am ordered torsunounce: H.: 

Thcrcfore^lys High Court doth adj<Wge, That you, 'f hotpaaEkrL; 
of Macclesfield, hg tHefuni of 30,000!. unto'otirSov^ 

, reign Lord the King; and that you (hall be hnprifotiedijn thp- 
Tower of London* and there kept in fafe cuilqdy until you fhatjf' 
the faid fine. ' * 

Whi\ done, the Speaker, Sv^th the Commons, withdrew. 

| And the laid Earl of Macclesfield was taketi from the bar. 


Ordered, That the find Earl of Macclesfield be committed to the 
Tower of London, there to be kept in fafe cuflody until he (hall pay 
the above-mentioned fine of 30,000!. (o the King; and that the Gentle* 
man Uiher of the Black Rod, in whofe cuftddy fne faid Earl at prefect 
is, do him fafely convey to the faid Tower* and^eliver him to the Cou4 
(table thereof, or* in liis abfence, to the Lieutenant, or Deputy Lieut 
tenant of the lame; and that the faidConftablt, Lieutenant, or Deputy 
Lieutfhant, do receive the body of thei Jaid Earl,' and hitg keep in (ant 
cuftody there, until he fiiall have paid the faid fine.—(Journals of the 
Houfe of Lords; vohxxii.) 


Thurfday * 23 d April . 

* ** 1 

When their Lordlhips returned from Weftmintter Hay, they 
Went into a. Committee upon the Hair-powder Sill. 

Uport the claufe being read which fubjt^Bi matters,ilf familiesCio , 
penalty of 20I. for not giving in a oorr^dUift of theirfervanr&.wbo 
V:ear powder* . '$■ ■ 

# ^The Duke of NORFOLK - objected this claufe, which he -' 

* conceived extfemely oppreflive in its.ten<^ip^r and atthe fame time 
by«o means ncceflary to the ddilc&ion of fne tax. He conceived it * 
hithe k d$ik£«whie|^ people always have to.taxes byan- 
- troducirtg daufes unneceffarily fevere—He faid, that, by this claufe' 
the matter of a family was driven either, to- make a jfatfe return, 

Vol; XLII. s i ; 
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thereby affix his name to a fetfchood, and fubjcft himfelf to a pe- 
IMihy of 20 I. or elfe he muft tqtn informer againft his own feVvants, 
tyhich appeared to bU Grace a very oweceflary hardfhtp. He had 
no objection to the principle of the MU; on the contrary,. he ap¬ 
proved of it; blithe could not give his alTcnt to it if this cktufc was 
not expunged. He then moved that the daufc be left out. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR obferved*, that if thw claufr 
were omitted, it* would materially affert the bill. He believed there 
4|cre no clafsof people who came more properly under the bill, than, 
'fhofe fervants who, cither to gratify their mailer’s vanity or their 
oprn, wor e powd er ^ but if this rlaufe -were rejected, thetaxw6uld 
J^phniSff'n^toty wkbrefpeft to them. £f peribns of fortune 
deemed it necefiary to tlwhWendor of equipage that, their fervants 
ihotdd wear powder, it was pbrie&Iy fair that they fhould Bear the 
openec, and (hould be obliged to give' h/Ufts of thofe whom they 
snafs flebefo ornamented. He was forty to fee any oppofition to a r 
fist Which he befieved to be extremely popular; and he thought it 
would not make a favourable impreiiton upon the public mind when 
they Knew that that part of the bill was oppofed in the Houfe of 
'Lords, which was fuppofed to attach more peculiarly upon peribns 
in the higher lituatiom of life. 

The Earf of GUEtDFORD contended, that a mailer might 
be made anfwerablff-fos h» fesvants wearing.powder, though k might 
Jbe without his knowledge* 

The LORD CHANCELLOR replied, that m order to recover 
the penalty upon the jmafter, it was neceffary to prove that he-knew 
of his fervants wearingtffowder without having a certificate. His 
. Lordfhip alfo obferved, that if any alteration were made in the bill, 
it would certainly caufo it to be rejected in another place, which 
ought to induce their Lordfhips not to make alterations unlefs they 
were absolutely neceffary. 

Lord SYDNEY fpoke in favour of the tax, which he conceh cd« 
to brvery popular, and. likely to be veiy piodudive from the nam- 
„**her of perfons wearing.powdcr. He drought that hair powder, as 
btfgg an^rtifd^of luxury, eonftitated a moll proper objc& of tax¬ 
ation, .and that the jam, as fixed by* the regulation* could nut be 
felt oppgffijwdy by any branch of the community. 

Twsarl of MOIR Adifapprovcd not only of the elaufe in queftr,* 
t bfitffijlht bill, it iffindto estate invidious diilin£lions, which ie 
"mx^gived veryimpsqgErmtheppifentftste of fociety. The ncole 
fpoke left approved of t^e tax htfMfe *p*3Wtf?r^fal very 
.gefcr&y ufed. . Upon the fame principle, the nbblc Lord might 
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next year propofe a tax upon brteches, which mu'! prove a vety 
productive tax, as they were in foch general ufe. 

Lord HARDWICKE and Lord AUCKLAND each laid a few 
'words; after which the Hottfc divided. 

For the daufe 11 ; Againft at 6. 'Majority 5. 

The bill then went through theCommifteq, ahd was reported.'\ 
Lord MULGRAVE faid, he thought tho exemptions in the bill 
extremely propers bat there was a body of men, whofe fituatloti* 
claimed equal indulgence; ho meant halt-pay officers. Having 
Tpol^en with much feeling and ability upon the hartNhips which that 
dcfemojbody of men laboured under, his Lordfhm gave ndtifafcl 
that he mould, on the third reading of the bill, propofe a cl&Bnw 
exempt hai£p4gofficers from the ta vr . 

The Earl ofMQJ RA. approbation df the propifitidrt 

•of the noble Lord. He thought that half-pay officers fbould be up 
#vft»/gedupon the fame principle as clergymen with (mail bcnen&sfe 
[ the nSJ allowed for their fuj$brt was fcarcely foffiefent for the com- 
}mon purpofes 'of fubfifteflcc, even in the'ifioft obfeure quarters of 
•the country. \ ' 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time to-moxrow, and dm 
Lords to be fummoned. 


Friday, '24 th April* v « 

Egrl FITZWILLIAM rofe, and faid, ’before'their Lordftiipi 
■proceeded to*the order of the day, he would T>eg IcaVe to requeft 
their attention to a few words he wifherf to fubtrrit to their Lord- 
chips’ confideration, refpc£Ung fome cirdt&nftmces in w hich he fe f t 
himfelf peculiarly inrerefted. He had lately hid the honour to fill* 
the higheft ftation which a fubjedl cotlld poifefs, in a neighbouring 
•kingdom, no kfs than the representative of Hi*. Majcfty.'—In a 
very (h«it fpace of time after hte being appointed to that high and 
Import «nc office, in the middle of (he moil critical feffion of Parlia¬ 
ment that perhaps was ever known in’that country, he had been re¬ 
called from his ftation, and another perfon appointed to fuccecd him. 
The fadt itfclf, he faid, of his being thtlPfaddenly recalled from 
the Government of that country, at fuch a period, conveyed, upon 
(the face of it, a charge of great blame, nay, * he thought great cri¬ 
minality alfo. This was not only his individual opinion, but 
the opinion of the Public, indeed of evC!y*m«n in both kingdom^ 
fpr jhi^ w as not all; it had been afterted in that Houfe, and not 
only in that, but in the other Houfe of Parliament alfb by His Ma* 
Minifters, that whatever might he the confequcnces of wh*$ 
had palled in IrclanJ, no decree of blame whatever Could poffibtf 
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. attach to His Majefty'a fervanWbtt'thh 8de of the water. Thb waa 
certainly implying that all the blafoe : , to whatever extent it might 
. go, refted entirely With Trim. Standing then 'as he did in fo pecu¬ 
liar a predicament, it mud appear clear f to. their Lordfhips, that an 
invefljgation into his conduit during thctvhoicof this important bu- 
finefe, mud not dhly be extremely definable to his feelings, but was 
In itfelf of fuch immenfe. magnitude, from the very intereding con- 
% fe^nences which might follow from it, that it demanded from the 
jiAtice and dignity of that. Houfe, as guardians of the public good, 
the minuted-inquiry fiiould take place, in order to fix where- 
&b' blafoe or crim inality really lay, and who were the perfqn^that 
r ”Sltf^Ke3 r ?fis Majedy, to adm>t fuch a mcafure as that allu !q/f to, in 
thfr^jpeculiar eifeumftances the country over which br^piefided was 
thlh known to' be placed. ^Qd.gr^t criminality, it 

kftdwed on all hands, exided fomewhere, in regard to this tranf- 
! adfcn. Tlt had pleafed His Majefty's Miniders, during his ajblgpo*,, 

‘ byihiirpublic declarations, to throw^tll the blame from tlywown j 
^lhojidders, and-to endeavour, bv fo doing, to fix the load on his, l 
happy in being now prefent, to declare to their Lordfhips, 
A ftft«|p & felt Well adored he could, whenever an opportunity was given 
■foT&ft, entirely exculpate himfclf from every (hadow of blame which 
imputed to him; and to court this opportunity as fpcedily 
was the fird wifli of his heart, and the only reafon for tak- 
attention of their Lordfhips at that moment. As fylini- 
|;#IA'tiad thought proper in hisabfenee to impute blame to him foi 
^W#C&hdull during his fhort day in a neighbouring kingdom, he 
IKjjjSetr they would, nSW^tfiat he was prefent, and able to defend 
dbinifeif, dohirrt the jiidicft to bring forward the charges which they 
had fo make againflhim, by an immediate inveftigation of hiscon- 
du^f and: he truffod fo for to. their candour, that he would leave it 
c^fhindfr fo fix the day, which,he hoped would be as early a one as pof- 
flblc »• when they wdbld enter upon that invefligation. 

. «fi&d GRENVI LLE fold, that he felt the greateft uneafinefs, 
deepeft cotiis&fy'fy Rearing the noble Lord exprefs himfelf 
^l^fMrther f^d.in reforms he had done, in feeking the inv?f- 
_ "hadTf^ifeftcd might be made into his conduit, and 
’lrifothe toa g l t his removal from the high ftation he lately poffeffed,^ 
parti dt did>iUQt: ftrike him that the mere fall of a tvrf*. 
being ilemovci^i^i being Lord' Lieutenant of Ireland 
in itfelf, t$%0'Qiti8Eky. or by implicat ion, any certa in 
.of blame eitherim the perfon fo recalled, or on thofe who: 
H» Majcftyto the mcafure. As fo what Miniders had faid 
bjelt'if, blame iivthat Houfe, for he certainly fhould non 
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Cake upon him to allude to any thing that had paflfed in the other, 
he coyld only lay, that when blame had been imputed to them by 
others, they had only endeavoured fo to exprefs thcmfelves, as to 
repel the charge fo far as it related to them. They made no charge 
of blame ogainft the ruble Lord, and therefore he law no reafun 
why they thould thus be (jailed upon to name a day for any inve$i P 
gation to take place upon the bufine's. He faw no ntccflity for fuch 
invefligation ; but if the noble Lord flioutd unfortun itcly perlift in 
calling for fuch a meafurc, it was in the power of the noble Lord 
to bring the mater {nrw ird, and to name the day himfelf. 

EarisJFITZ WILLIAM faid, that the noble Lord aftonifhpd 
him, by c^iveying an i i< a that no i lvefligarion of nus bufinefs wal 
neceflary. fu prizing tint any nclflfe Lord fiiOuM confider it 

as a matter of ind^L^nc*. inouitv PnouM tike place 

into the a (Fair he bid alluded to, nhin if was well known that it 
• taA'^olacs ip the inMft of the nv fl ^criuus arduous, and critical 
jfttlfion tfitat was, p^rlups, cveipknovin in Parliament, when every 
ijpint tliat rchtul to f,, e cflablh'hnv nt 01 older and uanquillity was 
to be confldered. When, in that lituation of things, a Viceroy 
was appointed, an i fti ld( nly removed, Mmillers mull have had fonje 
great caufe lor what ihe ,F did They could not, for a trivial reafen, 
have removed him , n r could r \,c) now rtfufeto alhgn their reafons. 
Could they make tnomfclves belli ve, or did they think they would 
be able to make the Public believe, that it was a matter of flight 
—-importance ? If it was not a matter of flight importance, it ought 
to be inveftig ired. Mmillers had laid a charge againft him, as the 
Governor ot Ireland, bj the manner in whith they had recalled him. - 
This they furcly could not have done, without being ready to lay 
the mod he ivy charges againfl him, and being able to impute to, 
and to flx uj»on, him, the gicaret! of all poflible blame. He wa$ 
fure their Lurd'hips wou'd fee the matter in that light. Knowing 
that he had been chaigcd hciu with haying committed crimes tliat 
went to die overthrow of all government in Ireland ; knowing that’ 
Miniflcrs had, as it were, filed a bill of indidlment again*! him 
upon that charge; knowing he had a right to call on Minifters to 
make good that charge, knowing that Minifters ought to explain 
tnomfclves to that Houfe and to the Public at large ; lie. r«jw re- 
qikftcd that a day might be appointed for tbefe purpofes, and he do* 
firlfd that Minifters w'ould not ftnink fsjto the invefligation, but 
coAqJojward in a manly manner, and name a <!«/ for the dif* 
cufiion. '*** 

The Earl of MOIRA admitted that in ordinaty cafes Minifters 
\ypre not bound to come forward to aft^n reafons for the diftriifllorj * 
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of an? o&cer under the CroWn. But this could not be confiderdd 
ds a Ample fed of recall, tt was conneded with changes fo cxten- 
five; it implied chatges of fuch high importance, that it could not 
he difpofed of by common forms. It would not be proper for him 
to enter at large Into the fubjed now, in the abfence of fo many 
Members of that Houfe, and without notice; but he would fay that 
Ireland was in a fituadon that made it indifpenfably requifite that an 
inveftigation ihould be had. He did not know where the blame lay. 
If upon die noble Earl, let it attach to him. If not upon him, it 
mull be to thofe who had advifed his recall when he had the general 
applaufe of the Public for his condudt; but he mud aflcpHt to be 
—the public duty of that Houfe to bring this bufinefs to aJrair invefti¬ 
gation, in whatever fomTfSqir Lordfhips might thjplv*fit to (hape it. 
, If Miniders had nothing^afedgM^Q&hMfoble Earl, he would 
reap the advantage; if they had juft caufe for what they did, they 
would dand judified to the Public; but in either evegf^-ii*' 
ihould be appointed for the inveftigation of the fubjed. f l 
The Duke of NORFOLK faid it was not for their Lordfhip! 
jfoconfider, atprefent, whether the blame was to attach to the noble 
fy-1, or to Minifters, but it was their duty to farisfy thcmfelves, 
and to fatisfy die public mind, (which had been much agitated upon 
this fuhjed), how in reality die feds flood. Above al], the public 
mind Ihould be made eafy, for great alarm had gone abroad upon 
tills matter. He expeded that Minifters would have come forward 
of their own accord, and have explained the bufinefs in a manly 
manner. The noble Earl had been fuddenly and critically recalled 
*ftom an important ftatidh. If he had done any thing that was im¬ 
proper, Minifters (houldJiave fpecified the ad, and thrown the blame 
Upon him, or uporthis advifers, and named a day for the difeuflion 
of (he matter. Indead of this, they contented thcmfclvcs with 
faying that the noble Earl ihould name the day of difeuflion, if he 
had any thing to alledge upon the fubjed. Now, his Grace faid, 
lie Was of opinion it became the dignity of that Houfe to name the 
* day fpr the dtfcufikm of the -fubjed, He therefore gave notice that 
he woul d Jay s,the fubjed forward in th?t Houfe on Thurfoay next; 

emotion would be for a Committee of Inquiry into tht 
whoIoatiRfedionj he then moved that their Lordfhips be fummondd 
for digit day.—-Ordered ' 
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^*yTwo letters wefre puraltfticd, addrefied by Earl FitywiilklfkBfth e 
of Carlifie,, explanatory of the tranfadion alluded to in 
: above debate. As they are intimately contieded with the difcufiien 
vfohich afterwards took place, and form an important feature of the 
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political hiftoiy of the times, we prdGet* the following copies to ouy 
readers, which are more correct than any that have yet been given 
to the Public. 


LETTER from Earl FIT 2 WILLIAM, recency retired from 
the Government of Ireland, to the Earl of CARLISLE $ ea* 
plaining the caufes of that event. 


My dear Carlisle, 

I thank you for your letter, and for the motives that induced you to 
write >; 1 know the warmth and truth of your friendship for me; and 
feel the ftneerity of it, when you apprife me of all the calumnies, all the 
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oufnefs that, again ft di.-ss«*xr *'-«:*-«fl1ny condu£t, whether as to met* 
fures or arrangements, the attack is principally to be levelled, I am able 
* to djpfrndJts juftice, wifdom, and propriety. As yet, my dear Carlisle, 
nut on^ple of the queftion has been heardIt has been heard only 
\ rough the medium of infinuafnms and fufpidons:—through that of 
Wumny and afpeifion; under the mafk of pretended regret, and of 
^friendly concern for me and my charaftcr. Perhaps you yourfelf may 
have received your information, and taken your opinions from the very 
perfons who nave grofsly betrayed, and unfeelingly abandoned me $ 
whole counfels, maxims, and meafures, I hare been purfuing; and fot 
having purfued, I am now given up to every fort of obloquy, and* every 
extent of dilgrace. 

You tell me, you have heard of the lift of my dSfiniflels with filrprifa 
and^li&flay. I long to know what difmiSTals they are, that have produced! 
this wonderful effert. C _ " 

I removed two clerks from office, placed in Situations tbfct required » 
certain degree of confidence, hut perfectly fubordinate, and of no often-* 
tibility: it might be fufficient for me to fay. that neither I nor my chief 
Secretary, with whom they were in hourly inteVcourfe, felt inclined to 
give them that confidence ; or to fuller the bufinefs of their refpeflivt 
offices to be conducted on the fyftem which we found had been lately 
introduced there. 

In your days they were clerks, in mine I found them ministers. Other 
governments might have been managed upon fuch a fyftem ; mine could; 
not. One of my objc&s, and that a principal one, was to bring bach 
confequence and dignity to EngliSh government, and reftorc the calUe 
ks proper ministers;—1.> have, in every fubordinate office, perfons con¬ 
tent to manage it as fuch ; and to lhew that the government, as well in 
ks patronage, as in all its various official details, Was in no other hands 
but mine and Lord Milton's. Whether I left thefe perlons the pens and 
ink of their office, with their tffual falaries, or removing them, nude 
compensation adequate to their fervices and pretentions, can never ap¬ 
pear to me matter of fuch magnitude, as to Spread difmay through the 
Gghingg, In this light it it really too ridiculous.—But to take 
care of them was an aft not only of propriety, but of juftice. Tile 
thanks of one of them conveyed in writing, and etprefied in perfonsti 
conference with myfclf, within thefe two days, juftify my intention ten 



film. Mr. Cooke indeed, whofS tone and >ftyle rendered his approach 
to a fuperior.not to be fuppotted, rejects my propofals in his favour, and 
thinks a retreat upon uool. a year an inadequate recompcnce for the 
magnitude and importance of his fervices. * 

I made proposals to the Britiih Minifter for the removal of the Attorney 
and Solicitor Generals: are thefc popofals, and with the terms and fti- 
pulatioRs on which I fuggeiled the adoption of them, among the caufes 
that has fpread this confornarion ? Mr. Pitt and the Duke of Portland 
know perfectly well, that the men whom I found poffeffcd of thefe mini- 
t ftcri{^offices, were not the mtn in whom 1 meant to confide, in the ar- 
*dpous mealures 1 had to undertake. Was I then to have two lets of men, 
■one'poffcffing confidence without office, the other office without confi¬ 
dence ? The abfuidity mud ftrike you and every body ; and the delay of 
perfectiug in England, the arrangements I proposed, in order to avoid 
the abfurdity, expofed Lord Milton to .a fituatton perfectly awkward, 
*and„which might have been highly embarraffing. Biv^rran take my» 
ground on the ia£t itl'elf, independent of every other cortnderarion: with¬ 
out meaning to depreciate thei& winifrei- of rhnfp.a^ Ttlrmcn foil in thofc 
"offices, w'ith refpedt to their profdrtonannerits, indifputably they w'ere 
ifot men ot parliamentary abilities: and you know it is principall y upo a^. 
wie perfons in thole offices that Government relies both for 
and the difplay of their meafurcs. I had a righr, therefore, ywlook fir 
parliamentary abilities in the perfons who filled thofc offices, and were p 
fit upon the Treafurv Bench ; in them I did not find that qualification'; 
JnMr. Ponfcnby I iound it in an eminent degree, his appointment the 
Duke; of Portland at all times confidcred as a thing to be done: it was . 
the fixation he always defigned him, as that for which he was moil pe-' 
culiarly. qualified, as well by his profelf.onol knowledge and talents, as 
by bis parliamentary eloquence, and it was the only one in which he 
COUld ferve me confidentially, and oftenfibly: that he fltould do lb was 
’*1 much the Duke of Portland’s recommendation, as it was my defire. 

. If it had not been fe, why did the Duke of Portland defire me tb"iV..i J 
for him to England, to confult upon the arrangement and plau of my 
government? why did Mr. Pitt admit him to confultations upon our 
arrangements to meafurcs? The only obje£tiom that 1 ever remembered 
Mr. Pitt to, have fuggeite, was, that he willied him firil to be Solicitor 
General, in order that he might not jump at once into the elevated fta- 
Uonof Attorney General, but rile by a regular gradation; but I never 
once concurred in this objection, becaufe 1 knew Mr. Ponfonby had nl- 

--ts-... -r -t __.i- ... . ... had 

i po- 

. _ _ only one to 

Which tney were pledged*. The great quefoon then was, to make an eafy 
atld honourable retreat for the perfon who actually pofidied the ofiice of 
Attorney General j^thit retreat was fecured to him in the full meaning 
and intent of thefe exprefiions ; unlefs it can be faid, that a reverfion • 
for tiimfeif apd his fon of 2300 I. per annum, (and that daily augment¬ 
ing) a peerage for his family* and anafiurance on ray part,- that although 
removed from tfic immediate pretenfions of his office, lie fiill remained* . 
tbe perfon in my contemplation to fill the firil vacancy of a ChicPs l'cat 
Bunch, was not ah eafv and honourable ret rear, “ but a puj/fo - 
* ytne nt for fins not committed againfi my adminiftratiun." - ^ S 
With refpe£t to the Solicitor General: confide) ing his pretenfions, I 
conceive, that, had my propofols been carried into cfici 5 t f I fkould. 
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have dime equity well by bun. think fo, end judgthg (hJfe 

his manner towards Lord MUniwicf I have every union to befieVa 
that he joins in the common opintob. 

And now for the grand queition about Mr. Beresford. In A letter 
of mine to Mr. Pitt on this fubjcft, t reminded him of a conteriation, 
in which I had exprcffed'to him (in aofwer to the queftion put to Mm 
by me) my apprenenlions, that it woUM be neceflary to remofe that 
gentleman, ana that he did not Offer the flighted objection, or fay i 
finglc word in favour of Mr. Beresford. This alone would have madfe 
me fuppofc, that 1 Ihould be exempt froin every imputation of breach of 
agreement, if I determined to remove him; out when,, on my arrival 
here, I found ail thofe apprehenfions of his dangerous powtr, whltfo 
Mr. Pitt admits t had often reprefented to him, were folly juftifiCdL; 
when he was filling a fitudfcibn greater than that Of the Lord LicutetifoL 
and when-jl clearly faw, that n I had connected myfelf with him, ft 
would have*-been connecting myfelf with a perfon under univerfiUkehV* 
fufpicions, and fubjeding my government to all the opprobrium find dn- 
popularity attendant his mal-ndrriniftration. What was then to bi 
my choice—what the decifion 1 had to form t I could not hefiute a mo*, 
ment I decided at once, not to cloud the dawn of my admfniftfttiaa, 
by i&Kfo&in fuch power and authority, fo much imputed malverfation t 
out in doing this, I determined; while I meant to curtail hhtl of his 
power, and to (hew to the nation that he did not belong to my adming* 
ltration, to let him remain in point of income, as well, to the full, in 
he had ever been: I did not touch, and he knew I had determined nrffc 
to touch, a hair of the head of any one 'of his, family or friends; and 
they are (till left in the fullenjpyment of more emolument than ever was 
accumulated in any country upon any one family. To the odium of dm. 
ing fo I fubmitted, rather than incur the rifque of difpleafing my col¬ 
leagues, by infringing the emolument of a perfon profeffinggreat attach? 
meat tq, them; though indeed, at the fame time, I had no (light ground 
"f ihftioting the’finccrity of thofe profeifions. This, then, ls s the lift of 
my difmiifions; by them 1 have punifhed fins npt commit#! againft me ; 
and by thefe 1 have drawn down upon my head the cenfure of mv Sove¬ 
reign, even at the rifque of the peace of this kingdom, and have deferred 
to be abandoned by thofe, in whom I mod ttimed, and towhofefuppott 
1 had every right that the mod fincere afte&ion, the moft implicitconft- 
dence, unbounded reliance, and invariable attachment couU give, tf» 
depend on. But one more (hort word on this part of the fubjeCJ:—the 
diimiflals. When were thofe difmiffals made, and when announced tq 
the Britifh Cabinet ?—Before the meeting of Parliament. When did 
their criminality, and the enormity of their offence, firft commence ? 
—It was when, under the credit of myadnriniftrarioD, perhaps derived 
from thofe very caufes, the Parliament Hgf) fubmitted to Unparalleled 
burdens, not folely for the purpofe of providlngfor the internal fecurity' 
of this kingdom, by the mod ample and formidable military eftablfiV* 
ments, but likewife by lending its afliftancc to the empire at large, fo 
the hour of its greateft diftrefs, b^ aids great and munificent beyond aU 
example; then commenced the breach of fifth and agreement on my 
part;—then, and not till then, did thefe difrfdflkls aifiime the charadet 
of * he\uous unpardonable criminality ; M —then did my adimnift ratio# 
Jwedme miichievous and ruinous to this kingdom, dangerous to His Ma- 
ie(ly*s fervice, and fubverfive of the fupreniacy of Bnglifit government 
In Ireland. I 
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lS*k it «ppcan that not only: nyr wran^cmetiti, but myaneafurss- alio, 
have created the mod- univcrfaLlttrgflfe and difiqay. “ Perfons, it 
feems, the moft conneded with me, Save precipitately opened meafurts, 
which cannot be contemplated without terror; and all this I have per¬ 
mitted to be done, “ before I had time to judge with my own undei- 
%ndipg.” Am I, then, that light, weak, ana eafy man, that in mat¬ 
ters of the higheft import to the fervice with which I have been entruft- 
ed, I ftiould have abandoned my judgement, and committed my decifions 
to others, without confulting my own underftanding ? If fo, it were 
much to be wifhed that the difeovery bad been made before laft July;— 
bffj^relhad been compelled by inceflant folicitatlbns, and the moft ur- 
'suiik Importunities, to undertake the arduous talk fpr which l and mine 
rente relinqiufticd all our comforts. . Egregioufly muft you have been 
k milled*, my dear Carlifle, if fpeh has been the light in which'my pro¬ 
ceedings .on the Catholic jpjeftion have, been reprefented to you ; my 
corrcfgondeace with the Secretary of Statcfor this departing will give 
you Very dlferent impreffions; and, as my friend, Idelire you will ap- 
~ty to fee it. 1 will not enter wHhvou into the policy of this creat quef- 


tppe adopted in the progrefs of it. The chief caufe of difconrcntjiuih 
me ou this head, you reprefent to be—the precipitancy with wfiKTffthofe. 
hieafOrcs Were opened; and to that 1 (hall confine niyfelf in anfwer tc! 


WiH recoiled, that the meafure of emancipation to the Catholics 
Wdii or^inaily the meafure of Mr. Pitt, and the Wcftmoreland Admini- 
ftratioh. The moft fhennous and zealous friends, of my predeceflor 
claimed the credit of it for their patron, in terms of the higheft compli¬ 
ment. They did it in tluHoufe of Commons; they did it in the Houfe 
®fc£ord» laft night. The perfons Whom Lord Wcftmoreland then prin¬ 
cipally confultAl, oppofed it; but the open interference of LordHoDart, 
aiid the avowed determination of the Britifh Cabinet, communickvc^ 
well Iq the Ca^olic agents on the fpot, as through the medium of conT 
fidimtial perfons fent over to England for that purpofe, bore down their 
otopfitiou. The declarations both of Mr. Pitt ana Mr. Dundas on the 
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rwy wouia not nique under Lord Weltmoreland s admunitration, they 
ahe hot afraid to rifque under mine, when the jealoufy and.alarm, which 
c&tawly at* the firft period "pervaded the minds of the Proteftant body, 
ezjft no longer; when not one Proteftant corporation, fcarccly an indi¬ 
vidual,^Jus come forward to deprecate and oppofe the indulgence claiin- 
tne higher ordersof Catholics; when even fome of thofe who were 
alarmed'ip 1793, add were then the moll violent oppolcrs, declare 
t^e indolgert’ces nojy to be only the tieccflary confequemes of thofe 
g^tq^at that time, arid ppfitively elfential to iecure the well being of 
/countries, 

after all, why did not Mr. Pitt *varn me of thofe horrid confe¬ 
rs*. pr^viouwd fhv'^p^rjurfc for fh-l.ind, if he really felt them t 
^Riy was the fufoed I' ft^Spfcn tor riiy ju1g<-ment and difcietion ? It was 
ibeajjfe he.himfelf approved the p'rtiiciplr, and he knew that I wouldaiot 
undertaken, the m*ffion f - untefs I had been left fo unreftwine*.-. 




cha^lhe fubjedwas ina&ual agitation, andthatthere was a etc- 
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tainty of its being brought immediately forward bef6te Parliament, ! 

' fiioul'd not at this critical moment Baf^”{Hired it. There was a poffihility 
that it might provoke foihe Proteftant difcontent, and this I conceived 
to be a circumuanCe that ought moft cautioufly to be avoided, provided 
the confiderations, that had been difeuffed between my colleagues and 
me in England, did not appear to me to outweigh it. .. ** 

The points then to be confidcredare thefe—If the general principle of 
conceding to the Catholics was only taken up by me on my arrival here, 
without previous agreement on the part of the Britilh Minifters, and 
without my having re£fon to cxpe& their fubfequent concurrence—if the 
only point referved for conlideration w;.s, the time and manner bf bnnjr- 
ing forward the meafure, and if it was not implicitly left to my. difere- 
tion to judge of that manner and time-?—if l did not take every*proper 
precaution to exercife that di fere tion, and to obtain information by efCjry 
means within my reach—if I yielded to the neceflity of giving way to 
the meafiirc, before I had thoroughly examined the pra&icabTlfty ant) 

policy of putting it off-If thefe things are fo, then I Hand convidted'j 

then I mull be content to ha w e laid at my door the ferment and diftradtioSif 
which rcfiflance to the Catholic pretenions, and my recall from the 'Op* 
vernment, have raifed. But if the converfe of this be true, then the' 
VerdiA>duft be given in my favqaar; and to the events that may hereaf¬ 
ter confirm that verdift, I too look forward with as much terror and dftf* 
may as you or any perfon whatever 5—perhaps with more, becaufe I sm 
at hand to fee how great and imminent the danger isbut perhaps.% 
will be bitter to flare the' tranfa&ion. *1 arrived here with the repqM- 
meudations of theBritifliCabinet, and tbe point committed by them to, 
my decifion, ilrongly imprefied upon my itiind ; I had cbnverfations with 
mod refprdtable perfons upon this important fubjedt, andatfirftl enter¬ 
tained hopes that the queftion might lie dormant for the prefent feffion, as 
my firft letters will evince; but a few days fliewed me that thefe hopes 
would >prove nqgarory. I found that the matter was already on foot.'; 
nuVlT have the heft grounds for believing that on the day of the !Duke of 
Portland’s kiifing hands, it was determined to bring it forward this fef- 
fion. All the old friends with whom he had ailed, when he was here Us. 
Lord Lieutenant, and whom it was concludedjfec would again call to his 
councils, on taking to himfelf the government, of which there was at 
that time a general expectation, were known, - from their public declara¬ 
tions, and from their proceedings in Parliament, to intend a full ao 4 
complete emancipation ; his own Opinions were univerfklly believed to 
coincide with his Irifli friends; as, to my knowledge, they certainly did* 
Immediately meafurcs were therefore taken by the Catholics, preparatory 
to the expected change of Adminiftration here; and by the time of my > 
arrival, the petitions which have been, lince laid before the Houfe of Com,-, 
mons, were in complete readinefs. When I had fully fatisfied myfelf, 
by every information that I could gain, that this was the real ftate 
tbe affair ; and when I found that any attempt of jninc to flop it for the 
prefent would be ufelcfs ; it gave me great fatUfadion to find that the 
oufinefs had been pur into the bands of my friend, Mr. Grattan, by the 
Catholics, as it gave me an opportunity orknowlng every thing that was 
intended, and c.f conlulting upon it with the Cabinet,-in Condon, pre* 1 
vioih to.ifx being publicly kqowo. When once the Catholics had po»* 
^Jtffvely decided to bring forward this queftion, even if I had not had pm* * 
vioui confutation wul> my colleagues on the bufinefs, under l'uch cir*< 
cumftances I fbould have thought it right and expedient to gain credit 
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mtfi firength tOtbe Adminiftftifym, bjr yielding to the general wifii; but 
the ftft is, that while I was folUmrag my own opinion^ and inclination*, 
2 was following thtir diredionif and I ftrKny complied with them; 


jttictiJ.' You have been told, J, perceive, that the bill was brought in 
precipitately; this is not the fa a. Leave to bring in the bill has cer¬ 
tainly been moved for by Mr. Grattan ; but not a line of the bill itfelf 
Mtf produced* Inhere appeared a riling impatiqpee among the Catho- 
ht$ alter the delivery of their petitions, which made me apprehend that 
end megfure might be transferred from the hands of Mr. Grattan tothofe 
e£ another, with whom I might have no connection, and confequently 
.over wnotn 2 could have no hopes of control, or to have communication, 
Jtowever much 1 might wiili it. There was no want of candidates for 
this honourj there were enough greedy to feizo upon it. - 1 therefore 
delired Mr. Grattan to take pofleffion of the bufinefs, that I might be Cure 

/if my ftlf having, control over thwonanagemenr of the bill.-By this 

jptftiu, the plan and extent ofotbe meafure is now known only to the 
jftptjai Cabinet, to whom I have fubmitted it; and it remains a prp- 
foyncfccrct to every Roman Catholic, and to every Piotefta At, ex dept 
. tO- the very few of the latter deferiptiou, to whom 1 have thought proper 
confide it. Of thefe the Primate was the firft; and Miniilers are al- 
{tfgdy gofiefifed of his opinions on the fubjed; they aie equally in pof- 
of every information rc&eCting men's minds and tempers, which 
">ea to the merits of the cafe, 






%tV< manage^ they have an opportunity of doing it before the bill is 
„ introduced ; to that it they do not agree with Mr. Giattan's, (iq, which 
2 heartily poheur) and if they do not come up to the extent claim eft a n d ■ 
CXpedfced by the Catholics? they have had time?previous to the intioduc- 
tlon of the bill, to fuggeft any expedients, modifications, or limitations, 
they may thirds proper to introduce; thus, by my management, Go¬ 
vernment will do this without incurring the odium of nai rowing an ori¬ 
ginal propafition, and defeating hopes once realized. Thus, then, I 
made teyielf mailer, as well of the time of bringing the meafure forward, 
as for confulnne on the points to be conceded ; for, as to refilling alto¬ 
gether? I fboula have belied my own conviction, and betrayed my fitu- 
ation, if I did not rep if fen t, «« I have lepeatcdly done, that it would 
not only defeat every hope I bad formed for the gtnciol fecuiity and de- 
.feijcc of the country, but be attended with a ceitainty of the moil alarm¬ 
ing 4 nd fatal confequences. Of this? as I have already obferved to you, 

H very day prefenwid me with additional? indifputable proofs. The alarm 
that basgbeen universally fpread, by (he rumour of the meafures being go 
p* refilled, the language of every perfon with whom I converfe, even 
of t^e boldeft of its former oppo&rs, the Refolutious and Addrefles from 
the city, ecchoed already from the cities of Corke, Londonderry, and 
the county of Hildate, and actually adopted through every part of the 
wogaom s the debates of (befit left days in,the Hpuic of Comjipna^ all 
u mult prove to you that my reprefentations were at leaft notlibr 
»rfc of the u-uth. I truft that the evil genius of England will not to 
%fi£pate its Miniilcn, as to induce them to wait for more dccifive 
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corroborations of th? fiuthMneff pd ban?fty with! whiffo I warned them 
of the danger of p?r{il!tipg in their fttal change of opinion on this mb 
mentout queftion, I tr«ft they will perceive, before it be top late, this 
the meafurea which 1 thought it my duty to fuggeft, are the only mea¬ 
fures that can fecuie the good underftanding between the two counttiea; 
which, as you may obferve, it was o^rplanto obtain by thebeft epp 
we could; and without which, thenpoit foriops calamities may .grift tja 
both nations. The prafpedt of having this plan defeated may, and will 
plunge you, and ctery well-wiihcr to lis country, in that “ afffi&ffi 
and conucrnation in which," yovj fity, “ you are loft." But let foofo 
be anfwerable, to whoft counfels alone that misfortune mult be atp|- 
buted; -to thofo who, though raftily and precipitately taking their 
niona fiom fecret, unavowed, infiduous informations, and in direftaitf 
open contempt of the official communications of tbe perfon intruded ft 
His Majelly with the government of this kingdom, in the very midftrf 
a critical feffion of Parliament, and while the mcafures were yet peitdug* 
which wete to provide for the fatety, and, perhaps, for the very fUHW- 
ence of the countiy, formed the defperate refoluuon to change tho 
ot their fyftcm, on a queftion whkti, they knew aud admit, would de¬ 
volve in its decifion—that fafety and that exigence j and then, 
fa£t the whole proceeding is to be traced to the Mtnifter, who, itstf olpft 
on his colleague >, riiks all, rather than not extend his protection to thofo 
{whom he coufidcrs as his exdufive friends, fereen themfekref tjy endea¬ 
vouring to throw on me the cenfufc of having “ changed the decided 
“ points on which 1 had taken my deciiion to embaik, and of hq*tog 
11 been huiried into the adoption of meafures here, which could jiot 
41 have had tKe previous appiobation of Mimftns in England, or fuole* 
“ qucntly obtained their concurrence," You have already fe$n jiow 
folic and how groundlefs that accuiation is with relpedt to the Catholic 
queilion. It is equally fo in every other refpeft. The mealure of ar¬ 
ranging the Trealury Bench, the bare outline, ot lather the principle, 
^ 5 -ftliLh has<heen ftated in the Houle, pieparatury to its introduehon, 
was fully agieed on between Sir John rarnei and Mr. Pitt. Nothing 
was left unfutled but the detail, and this would have bean fubmitted to 
the Bmiih Cabinet, as the detail of the Catholic bulinels has been 4 ub- 
mitted to them, previous to its dilcuffion in the Houfe. Theft* are the 
only meafuies I have attempted in Parliament, except the fupplies, and 
the delence of the country. Are thefe the meafures on which 1 am tube 
acculed ? Am 1 to expedt to be arraigned, from a gencial opinion—that 
2 had not obtained the previous concuirence of Miniftct^? when on the 
faith of my Government, the reputations of the perfons whom I had 
called to my councils, and principally bectufo 1 was known to ftand un¬ 
connected with thofc for whom my Government is now fubverted; the 
Houfe of Commons of Ireland had unanimoufly granted me the laigiik 
fupplies that have ever been demanded. ’ When I had procured an array, 
'•infinitely fuperioi in numbers to whatever had been voted before in this 
kingdom—when I laid a foundation for increa&ng the ellaUilbed force 
of the country, and piocured a vote of two hundred thoufand pounds to¬ 
wards the general defence of the empire; will my friends inquire why, 
in all the correfpondrnce of the Britifii Miniftry, I have never received 
a line to exprefs the leaft fatisfa&ion, (be fcaft approbation of thefe my 
iucceftful exertions in His Majefty*s fervice ? Why, to the eve of my 
recal, they never deigned even to notice, or to give a word of anfwer, 
while I repeatedly called for inftiu&ions how I fliouldproceed, ingoing 
thefe mdaiures their beft effedf towards the general fervice ? and at 
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the very moment when 1 war going on with the united confidence and 
foppott of Parliament and people,' inrspidly promoting internal tranquil¬ 
lity, . and fuccefsfully providing for foreign defence, the Minifliy of 
Ekgi’.rd, inltcad of co>op?rattng with my zedl, or forwarding my inten¬ 
tions, were through one channel caviling with me on petty arrange¬ 
ments, and the jobs of intriguing individuals; and thtough another 
(the channel of my friends) abandoning and betraying me ? ■ 

'You exp efs an eirneft ivifli -that 1 may yet be able to refide: I cer¬ 
tainly cannot. But I am certSuiiy prepared to mert, confute, and re¬ 
tort that eliminating opinion, however general you may reprefent it to 
he'on vour fide ot the water, that I and my advifers have been hafiy and 
precipitate. There is indeed another opinion, which you fay is equally 
general, that 1 (hall be moft anxious to confirm. Whatever it may coft 
thy feelings, 1 fliall not forget the duty 1 owe to His Majefiy, or neglcdt 
'the truft he has been gracioufly plealed to repofe in me: a fetife of my 
own honour, and what I owe to my fell, will unite with whatever my 
country has a right to exped from me. In impofing upon me this talk, 
Ifeall omit no “ perfonal facrifice that may attend to the cafe of His 
** Majefiy*s Government, or the advancement of his fcrvicc”, as far as 
dep(ttt 4 i on my influence during the fliort periud-of my retaining the au¬ 
thority with which he fo lately condelcended to invt 0 me. If in the 
hands of thofe, to whom I have been duelled to tranfmit that authority. 
Hi* Ms jelly’s Government fliall feel enibarrafimcnts that may aftell thJ 
"»ral. admiriHration, I have the unanimous refiimony of both his 
kfes of Par li mem here,. I have their ,unan : mous proceedings to prove, 

: oofqch erabairufiinents exifted in my days, and thaf 1 had no luch 
to fear. 

: 1 had refolved never to enter in the moft diftunt rce on any defence 
of my condud, until 1 fhould be admitted into His Majefty’s clofet, where 
alenC 1 fhould deign to anfwer the unjuft charges that are urged againft 
jst, The delire of fatisfying a friend, who, 1 know, is interefted in my 

7 utation and happinefs, has imperceptibly led me into this rapid ratefe— 
all my proceedings, fince my arrival here; as I have done it, I not 
ottly have no obje&ion but I even wifli, that you will fhew it to as many 
penons at you wall think proper. 

Believe me, &r. See. See. 


WENTWORTH FITZWILLIAM. 


&rl Fitzw.ilhams fecond Letter to the Earl of Carlisle.' 
My dtpat^pAi lisle, 

.AS I find that the feveral fubjeds of crimination that have been urged 
agavnft fee, are fettling all into, one point, and that if 1 am to judge from 
the declarations and proceedings of Mr. Pitt's friends here, or from the 
Engtjfij newfpapers, generally known tb fpeak the language of Qovert^ 
meat, the gnjnd head of attack is to be thp mifehief I have caufed, by':' 
agitating the Catholic queftion, I think it etfentia! to trouble you once 
R^re,*^and to fubmit ferae obfervations on the litbjcS, which did not ap- 
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pear fo effentul ta me, at the time I was writing to you laft. 1 then 
contented myfclf with referring you to my correfpuodence with the Cik 
binet of England on the Catholic mcafure. I fliall now, m> fblf, enter 
into a review of that correfpondence. It contains a full and adequate 
vindication of my condudt, and will prove two things: Fit ft. That the 
Catholic queHion entered for nothing into the real caufe of my Recall; 
and fecondly, that from the very beginning, as well as through the whole 
piogtcfs of that fatal bufinefs, for fatal, 1 fear, I mu ft call it, 1 a&ed in 
perfect conformity with the original outline fettled between me and Hb 
Mdjcfty’b MiniHers, previous to my depaiturc fiom LondAn. From a full 
confideration of the real merits of tne cafe, as well as from every informa¬ 
tion 1 had been able to collect of the (fate and temper of Ireland, from tfcT 
year 1793,1 was decidedly of opinion, that notonly found policy, but juf* 
tice, required, on the pait of Great Britain, that the work, which was 
left irnpcife£t at that period, ought to be completed, and the Catholkt 
relieved fiom every remaining disqualification. In this opinion theDufea ' 
of Portland uniformly concui red with me, and when this queHion came 
undei difeuffion, previous to my departure for Ireland, I found the Ce-* 
binct, with Mr. Pitt at their head, Hrongly imprefled with the fame conv 
viftion. Had I found itotherwife, I nevei would have undertakenjha* 
Government. I at fiifl propofed that the additional indulgences flihukk 
be offered fiom the Tin one j the very bed effefts would be fiscured by 
this aft of unfolicited gracioufnefs ; and the embarraffing confequcnces, 
which it was natural to forefee mud refult from the meafuies being lefb 
open»for any volunteer to bring forward, would be timely and happifyr 
avoided. But to this propofal objeftiona were Halted, that appeared 
fufHcient weight to induce the adoption of another plan. I contented not 
to bring the quefliof forward on the part of Government, but rather Ijjk 
endeavour to keep it Lack, until a period of more gcneial tranquillity, 
when fo many material obje&s might not prefs upon the Government; 
but as the principle was agreed on, and the ntceflity of its be‘mg 
brought into lull effect was univeil’illy allowed, it \v as at the fame time 
refolved, that if the Catholics ihould appear dtti 1 mined to flir the bufi-, 
nefs, and bring it befote parliament, I was to give it a kapdfome fup- 
port on the part of Government. 

I w as no looncr landed, and informed of the real Hate of things herc^ 
thati I found that queition would force itfclf upon my immediate confe¬ 
deration. 1 .nthful to the ivltemahat had been agreed 0:1, and anxious 
to attain the obj"cft that had been committed to my dtirrerion, I loft not 
a moment in gaiuiug every nccefiary information, or in tranfmitting the 
refult to the Britiilt Cabinet. As early as the 8th of Juiuary, 1 wrote 
to the Secretary of State on the fubjeft; I told him that I trembled about 
the Roman Catholics; that I had gi car fears about keeping them quiet 
for the feffion j that I found the qul ftion all eady in agitation ; that a 
Committee was appointed to bring forward a petition to Parliament* 
'■praying for a repeal of all remaining difqo allocations. 1 mentioned my 
intentions of immediately ufing what efforts I could to flop the progress 
of it, and to bring the Catholics back to a confidence in Government. 

I Hated the fubflancc of fome converfati ms I bad on tac fubjed with 
fome of the principal perlons of the country. It was the opinion of one 
of thefe, that if the postponing of the ouefihn could he negotiated ongtonuai 
inexpediency, ,t ought not to he refjled Ooverntftent, Thatftfliould 
’"Be put off for fome time, was allowed by another to be a defirable thing 1 
hut the principle of extenfton was at the fame time ftrongly mftfttd ea, 
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and forcibly inculcated, at & ntetteb Hot only wife, bdt neceflary to the 
public tiatrijuilHty. 

From die day of the date of this letter, I unremittingly applied myfelf 
tb the collecting of farther Information. I had heard that the Commit¬ 
tee had prepared an addrefs for mfe; before I fltould receive it, I wifbcd 
tb know the opinions of thofe whom the Committee called the feceders— 
At Nobleman and principal landed Gentlemen of that pet fusion. 

In a letter of the 15th January, I acquainted the Secretary of State of 
the Tcfoit of foefe inquiries, and of the progrefs of the bufinefs fubfe- 
ifStetik to my former letters. I told him, that, in the ablencc of the N o- 
qjfeman who was confldered at the head of the feceders, I had fent for a 
ptrfdh if the moil tried abd acknowledged moderation amongft them, and 
Of the fit ft conlequence and property. I found by him, (what the No- 
Bteiftan above alluded tarafterwaids confirmed) that he, and every per- 
Of hts deferiprion, were in perft-dt unifon with the Committee; that 
they all decidedly looked to the fame objeCt; that they weie detei mined 
jdfrfortplofe fight ot it s that provided it ihould be attained, they had no 
dfpSfieta that Mr. Byrne, or any other member of the Committee, (Mould 
fiwfe ffid honour of taking the lead in it. I mentioned my having, after 
ISfef«eh[verfation, received the addrefs; that, in my anl'wcr, which I 
tfefejlfmithsd, 2 had endeavoured to keep clear of all fpecific engagements 
'Whatever, though at the fame time 1 had avoided every thing that could 
'ooftrued into a rejection of what they were all looking to—-the repeal 
id remaining lefindtidhs ; and (what comes immediately to the point) 
“ridded by declaring, that I mould not do my duty, it I did not dif- 
/ rotate it as my opinion*, that not to grant cheaifully, on the part 
df Government, all the Catholics Wifhtd for, would not only be exceed¬ 
ingly impolitic', but pel haps dangerous—that in doing this, no time was 
; that the bufinefs would be prrfently at hind; and that the firft 
Ap l took would be of infinite importance ; that if I tecuvtd no very pe~ 
Spftory directions to the contrary, I Ihould acquitfce-—acquieice, I 
tetany, /a the time , in the mode ot proceeding, and in rite extent of the 
dtatamdi. For, as to the nuafure t confldered generally, I Mould con- 
jddneerffity to wait for auy new directions, on which to decide.— 
Of this I reminded the Secretary of State. “ Convinced (I faid) as we 
•* all am, of the neceffity, as well as fitnefs, of the mcafure taking place, 
** a? ho diftant period, I was decidedly of opinion, that to attempt to 
•* defer ft, would be ufelefs, if not dangerous.” The Hate of the coun¬ 
try" riftfui fed this, and the difpofitions of the Catholics, among whom 
•* foe appearance of hefltatiqn on the part of Government, might pro- 
* dUCe mltchief to a degree beyond calculation." You will not forget 
that tfUhis palled within the firft fortnight after my arrival, and before 
the meeting of Parliament. Thus early were Miniftera ill pcflfcffioli of 
tlfo opinions ahd detei minations, which, in the exercife of my difere- 
tfotiary power, I had formed on the fubjclt; they knew that the queftidn 
Was in agitation j that a petition to Parliament had been determined ori, 
atbd waa tb bn immediately piefented; they were acquainted with the 
extent of thk Catholic demands ; they knew that it could not be kept 
back; ttat no rime wts to be loft; sum foat if 1 did not receive their di- 
no the contrary, 1 Ihould, in the foirit of the fyfteffl that 

_ I agreed on, immediately at^uiefoe to the full extent of the Ca- 

tOPe expectations, , V, 

hsSj, then, was the rime for Hb Majefty** Miniftermo come forward 
l fhri* fears and their alanns. If they Qadfo fuddcnly changed their 
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minds on the fubjeft, and if they had at \eng\}xJtfco<vtred that this which 
was to be, both'with their knowledge and confcnt, a leading meafurc of 
my Adminiftration, led to confequcnces “ that could not be contemplated 
“ without horror and difmay,” this was the time for them to warn me 
of this r wchange. They knew that it was my opinion, that not a moment 
whs to be loft, and conlequcntly that if I did not receive peremptory^!-' 
reftions to the contrary, I was prepared to confent, without an appear¬ 
ance of hefnation, that the meafure fliould go forward. Did they fend; 
me thofe peremptory directions ? Did they ftate to me, as they afterwards 
did ftate, that it was the unanimous opinion of the Cabinet that I fliould 
flop (hurt: that I fliould abjlainfrom all engagements , or even entouraging 
language , on the queftion, until I fnould.receive their farther directions ? 
Not a word of the kind. My regular correfpondcncc went on; I receiv¬ 
ed frequent letters from the Secretary of State, and not even a hint was 
thrown out on the fubjeft. 

’ In a letter of the 7th of January, I propofed the removal of Mr* 
Wolfe, on certain terms of accommodation, in order to make room for 
Mr. George Ponfonby, *0 aft as my Attorney General. This letter went 
by the f<mc mail with my letter of the 8th, to which I have alluded 
above. On the 13th of January, the Secretary of States writes me an 
anfwer to this very letter. He informs me that the King had confcntedto 
Mr. Wolfe’s Peerage, which was one of the terms I had there propofed, 
and touches lightly upon an objeftion againft another, (that of holding 
out to Mr. Wolfa the promileof fuccceding to a Chief Juftice’s place) 
on the luppolirion that he was to quit his praftice at the bar—a luppo- 
fition, by the way, that never had the fmalleft foundation.—But not a 
word on the Catholic queftion, not a fingle obfervation on wliat I ftated 
fo llrnngly refpefting my fears of not being able to keep it quiet during 
the leftiou. 

The 2d of February came, and of that date I find a fecond, and more 
detailed letter from the Secretary of State on the fubjeft of Mr. Wolfe j 
hut here again 4 rc confined himfclf to that fubjeft alone ; and in my let¬ 
ter of the 15th January, which ntuft have been fo many days in his 
h uids, was not even noticed. That letter, in which Ifo earneftly prefTed, 
and which in itfclf called foran explicir, an immediate, and peremptory' 
aniwer : that letter, from which he knew, that if not timely inftrufted, 
and tim< ly checked, the Catholic queftion would presently receive from me 
a ciKarful acquiclicence ; yet, in the interval from the receipt of it till 
the 2d ot February, although he wrote twice on other fubjeft9, he fays 
nut a word of the precipitancy with which J was plunging into a matter 
fo big with danger to the Empire ; not even a hint that I fliould proceed 
with more caution orcircumipeftion in amcafure that was to fubvert the 
conftitution and eftablifliment in this kingdom. The faft was, that nei¬ 
ther he nor the Cabinet entertained at that time any fuch fears j they 
then 1 apprehended no fuch danger. It was another bufinefs that opened 

“‘/rrtir eyes to all the milchicfs of my counfels ; a bufinefs that foon rung 
fuch an alarm, as brought down upon me that tempeft of fears, and ter¬ 
rors, and rcmonftranccs, under which I have funk. 

At the clofe of the letter tif the 15th of January, alluded to above, I 
had mentioned the diftniflal of Mr. Beresford. This intelligence' doe*- 
not feern to have caufed the fmalleft degree of alarm in the breaft Of the 
Secretary of State. 

<'*■'** In his letter of the 2d of February, when it appears (hat he mpft have 
received the information focdeveral days, he takes not the leaft notice Of 
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it; and it farther appears, from a letter 'of Mr. Windham’s to Lord 
Milton, that his Grace was equally unacquainted with the alarm which 
the intelligence of the tranfaction, conveyed indire&ly to Mr. Pitt by Mr. 
BSresford himfeif, had caufed in that quarter. However this may have 
been, the attack upon me was, in the mean time, meditating, although 
perhaps unknown to his Grace. 

This letter of Mr. Windham’s was the firft intimation I received of 
tip leaft difcontent among my colleagues fn Englandat my conduit fince 
liny aVrival—The Duke of Portland had, indeed, in one letter. Hated 
ibmd objections about tbc terms of Mr. .Wolfe's removal, and in another 
about Mr. George Ponfonby’s appointment, but nothing that could in* 
dicate difcontent. But Mr. Windham’s letter of 26th January, 
was followed by one from Mr. Pitt. On the.9th of February, and not 
before, that gentleman wrote to me to expoftulate on the di(initial of 
- Mr. Bcrcsford, and on the negociations with Mr. Wolfe and Mr. Toler 
—This formed the whole matter of his letrer, and to this alone he con* 
fined his remonftrances ; yet he had a fair opportunity of touching on 
the meafures of my Government; for he concluded his letter by making 
an apology “ for interrupting my attention from the many important 
** confederations of a different nature, to which-all our minds ought to 
“ be directed,” t| 

The talk of bringing forward the Catholic queftion he had, it feems, 
committed to another. By the fame mail, and in a letter, dated the 8th, 
deer very day before Mr. Pitt had written to me, came a letter from the 
Secretary -of State, touching at length on this important fubjeCt, and 
bringing it fojr the firjl time into play, as a queftion of any doubt or-dif¬ 
ficulty with the Britilh Cabinet. Then, as if the queftion had been 
ftarted for the firft moment between us, as if it never had been the fub¬ 
jeCt of any former confultation, plan, or arrangement whatever, he 
writes of enabling the King’s Minifters to form their judgement as to the 
policy , expediency, fafety , and keccjjity -of that meafurc. Then, as if he 
had never before heard from me on the fubjeCt, he camions me againft 
committing inyfelf by engagements, or even by encouraging language, 
v (to minute is his Grace) to give my countenance to thp immediate adop¬ 
tion of this tfheafure; then, for the firft time, it appears to have been 
difeovered* jthat the deferring it would be not an expediency, or a thing to 
hi dejired for the prefent, but, “ the means of doing a greater fervice to 
** the. Britilh Empire, than it has been capable of receiving fince the 
“ Revolution, or at lead fince the Union." All former opinions, all 
former difeuflions, all former agreements, the leading principle “of our 
“ being all convinced of the necetiity, as well as fitnefs, of the meafurc 
“ taking place at no.diftant period,” of which I reminded the Minifters, 
in my letter of the 15th of January, all were forgotten, and the Secre¬ 
tary feels it his duty, for thefirjl time , in confequence qf the difeuflion of 
the queftion in the Cabinet the day before , to exhort me to ufe thofe ef¬ 
forts, wlfich 1 had exprefled an intention of trying—-Efforts, of the effi¬ 
cacy «f which I had exprefted the ftrongeft doubts on the 8th of January, 
when, T firft mentioned my intentions of trying them—Efforts, every 
hope from which I had relinquifhed on the 15th, when I warned them 
* of the necetiity of immediately giving way; when 1 earneftly called upon 
them for peremptory directions, which if I fhould not receive, I ihould 
^equiefeeEi&rts, which they knew from the whole feries of my co^r 
St refpondence, k. was impoffible even to attempt, without evident and cer^ 
tain danger. . - 
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From my knowledge of the peHqnThad to deal with, I was refolve&my- 
lclf to bring the bufinefs to the real point at iflue between us, and to leave 
him no fubterfuge., Cruelly as the Duke of Portland baa treated me, X 
feel. no difficulty to fay, that his judgement was deceived before he 
abandoned inc. On whatever ground he has fuffered himfdf to be.in* 
duced to change his former opinions refpe£Hng the politics of thii^cqen- 
try, and the chara&ers and views of its principal pcrlbnages; he did 
change thofe opinions; and in confcquence of that change alone,.- 
has been driven to conlent to the meafurc of my inilant recall. BC/ 
was not fo deceived. 1 combined all the circumitaoccs which I bavede** 


tailed to you in this letter. I perceived immediately-the fchcnfc thatwas 
laidagainft me, and I refolved on the only means I faw left to bring the 
matter to fo fpcedy an iflue,, a9 fliould preferve my honour, and vindi* * 
cate my public character* In my anfvver to Mr. Pitt, a copy of whkh 
I fend you, and which I wrote the very night I received his letter, I 
entered fully into the fubjeft of my difmiflals. 1 dated, as you will fee,, ■ 
my reafons for having determined on them, as well as for adhering if 
them when once refolved on—Reafons, of which, from your knowledge 
of this country, you will, I am fure, admit .the juftice. I then put it 
to himfelfeo determine forme, and for the efficacy of my Government-** 

I left it tohim to make his choice between Mr. Bcresford and me. 


The fame night I wrote to the Duke of Portland; I teftified my fur- 
prize to him, that, after fuch an interval of time, and after the various 
details, which I had tranfmitted to him, advifing him of the hourly ill- . 
creafing neccffity of bringing forward the Catholic queflion, and the im¬ 
policy and danger of refilling, or even hclitating about it,' I fliould now ■ 
he prefied, for thefirfi time, to defer the queftfon till fome future occafion* 

I refuted to be the perfon to run the rlik of fuch a determination; I re- 
fufed to be the perfon to raife a flame in the country, thatmothing fhort 
of arms would be able to keep down. I then alluded to Mr. Pitt’sletter ; 

" appealed to hie knowledge of the Situation of a Lord Lieutenant in this ■ 
kingdom; and left him to determine, whether, if he was not to be fup- 
ported, he ought not to be removed. Thefe letters I wrote on the 14th t 
of February. Shortly after came two official letters from the Duke, of * 
Portland, dated the 16th, in which he enters into a long detail of the 
various points of view in which the Cabinet with to have the queflion * 
of the Catholics conlidered; on the fame day with thefe came a private, 
letter of his own, dared the i8th« In this his Grace dwells molt parti- j 
cularly on the neccffity of the Cabinet having information fubmitted to",* 
them on all thefe points of view and a detailed plan of all the additional„ 
advantages intended to.be conceded to the Catholics. He. obferves, 
that i/thc on liberation of this great queflion could be deferred till peace 
was re-eliablifhcd, be fliould nut have a doubt but that it would be at¬ 
tended with advantages, which, perhaps, arc not to be hoped for in any 
other fuppofable cafe: But he added, (I. beg you will attend to this.) 

II that it was furtly going t >■> far , to infer from any thing that hr hadfatd t 
41 that I was irfired to undertake the tajk of deferring <t to that period. If' 
** the Cabinet were to accede, what they delm-d was, to be jollified in 
44 that acceffion, by a free and impartial u»vc fli nation afifafh, of rirnm- 

fiances and of opinions , n which, as of reafim, mi ns 1 \ruld have the maft 

• 44 decisive weight; and as I hadexprdfrda wifli to have the mode 
“ conlidered in England, whilft it was (till within my reach, to have it 
44 limited or modified before the bill was introduced, and before the plan 





“ was known to the Catholics, he wifhed to have that plan, and the 
beads of the hill* tranfmitted for coaftderanon.” 

If any thing was wanting to confirm me in my opinion, that the 
Duke or Portland had fufteted hitnfelf to be completely duped and de¬ 
ceived in this bufinefs, a companion of this letter with what immedi¬ 
ately followed, would be alone fufticient to eftablifh that conviction. 
-At the moment of his writing this letter, there was not “ a fa&,” 
** a ctrcumftance,” or an “opinion,” that c(j„ld have been tranfmitted 
to him/ of which he was not in polfeflion. He acknowledges himfelf, 
and frequently refers to my letter of the toth of February, in which he 
. had the plan, the oath on which the whole depended, on which every 
\ thing that regarded the Con fti tut ion, the Ecclcfiafiical EftabiUhment, 
and the fettlement of property reded. He had the Primate’s opinion, 
and fome ideas that his Grace hud fuggefted. In a letter of mine, dated 
the 20th, he had dill more ample details on thefe rations heads; hut for 
thefe details, “ which were of reafon to have fuch decifive n eight,” he 
Was not fuffered to wait. The’ decifion had been already formed before 
be had called for them. The very day after he had written that letter, 
in which he had prciled me for more information, he alliited at the de¬ 
notement of the piece. He affifttd at the Cabinet meeting that unani- 
maully concurred in the nccedity of iccalling me: and in a l£er ot the 
i at ft, fums up all the reafons, why that meafure was deemed ncctflary, 
■ without one dillcnting voice, for the very prefervation of the Empire. 
• Can any thing be more felfcvidcnt, or, in order to account for the real 
coufes of my recall, did it require that this loner fliould be accompanied, 
as it was, o y one from Mr. Pitt of 'lie fame dat.-, accepting, in fail, 
the alternative I propofed to him, and declmiog f.lmfelr fully prepared 
for the event, however he might lament it. it is true, indeed, that, 
for the very fir ft time, he mentions the Catholic bulinefs, and declares 
his-Concurrence in the general defire of the Cabinet to prevent any tar- 
ther progrefi being made in Mr. Grattan’s bill, tiU they Jhoula receive and 
' conjidcr .the information , «t vhLb they thought it their duty to cafe for. Would 
1 you, not have fuppofed from this, that to decide on my Government, 
v Mg. Pitt meant to wait till he received farther information from me, re- 


*' fbefting the important queftion of the Catholics? No fuch thing. 
By' the dereliction of all my friends, and by the profpeCl of my foiling 

* alone, he was prepared to throw, out this as a matter on which to amufe 
colleagues at the mopent, and the Public at a future period: while 

.to myfelf, without allowing a moment’s farther deliberation, he boldly 
bud peremptorily pronounces on what I had determined to be the point 
^ to-decide on my (Government. “ On the fuhjctf: of uii angements, he 
, ■ ** frit bound to adhere to his fentimeuts, not only with rclpect to Mr. 
:•» “ BercsISrd, -but to the line'of conduit adopted in lo many initanccs to- 
“ wards the former fupporters of Government. By thefe fentiments, 
“ he muft at all eventt be guided, from a regard to the King’s fervice,' 
and to his own honour, however fincercly he might lament the con- 
“ fequencesvyhich muft arife from the prefent fituation. 

Need I ad^.any comment on this letter ? " Need I obferve to you, that 
the .mealare of the Roman Catholics, on which it is now aflerted my ad- 
r miniftratiori was determined, is hete. referred for future conlidcration, 
whilft the fuhjedt of arrangements is Anally and peremptorily decided ? 
At all events, and independent of every other confideration, his own bo— 
i nourqbliges him not to give way on that fubjeft, and however he laments 
:■ **» he acqbiefccs in what I had dated to him muft be the confequencc of 

• fuch. a dpcifiou on his jiart. 



Let my friend?therefore*, my dfc*r Carlifle, no longer fuffer the Ca¬ 
tholic queftion to be mentioned, as entering, in the moli distant degree,, 
into the caufc9 of my recall. Let them liften no longer to that terrify* 
ing enumeration of evils-and miferies to rel'ulr ro the .Empire from it mea* 
fure, which my enemies aflert to- have confidcrcd either as originating 
with myfelf exclufively, or as hurried on by me rafhly and prcciuittttely^ 
or without content or confutation. You have feen when the oread.' «r 
thefe miferies was firft conceived, and when the complaint of this want 
of confultation was lirft brought forward. Had Mr. Beresfoi d nevOir^ 
been difmiilcd, we never (hould have heard of them, and I fiiould have " 
remained. But fo remaining, 1 fiiould have been disgraced. Indeed, 
difgraced by the failure of ail the mcafures which I had planned for the- 
public, welfare, and loaded with all the odium which that gentleman, 
and his connexion;, have entailed upon the Government to w hich I had 
fucceedeck But it will be fnid, that in proving this point lb ftrongly, I 
Hill leave mylelf open to other accusations, which affeft my character* t 
when i avow the carneflnefs ivith which 1 had determined to pull down' 
the power of the Bcresfords; I fubmit to the imputation of wilking to' 
raife the Poiifonbvs. ‘It was only one family acquiring consequence,- 
and another family loling it, according to an infinuation of a letter front 
one of rhe ©abinet. Am I then lb little known to my friends ? Is-if 
my charafter in the world, that while I pretend the public good, and 
the King’s fcrvice, I am inftdioully confulting my own private iote- 
refts; and in Head of my country, have only my own connexions in 
view ? I think, my dear C.irlill ', you would be fdrry to fee meconde*. 
feend to enter into the merits of filch an aernfation. But by dil'miffingr 
Mi*. Bercsford I Woke my engagements with Mr. Pitt; fo he himlcft 
Antes it. I acted, as he pretends in his letter, incor.tiftently with' that 
principle, by which alone the full advantage of the? union vyHicb had 
taken place in England could be extended to Ireland. What 'docs he 
mean by this l.ill altertion ? Would he in fin cate, that the union Which 
took place in Ihfgl-uul, precluded every idea of removal? Was there 
no removal in the Wav Office in England ? None in the Pdft Office? 
None in the Cabinet ? Has there been no removal of his own friend#; 
at the Admiralty ? Or did Lord Spencer, on his fucceeding Lord 
Chatham, aft in confidently with the fpirit of the Union, when he re* ^ 
q ui red inch changes, and the confiitutionof fuch a board, as, judging*' 
for hinifelf, {tyould command his confidence ? What was right and con*' 
fiftent in him, in fo many inilanccs, imift it be blamcablc and inedn* 
iiilent in me ? Charged with the Government of a diftrafted and dil* 
contented country, am I alone to be fettered and retrained in the Choice 
of the perfons by whom I am to be afliftcd, and rather than indulge me 
in that tingle point (even conlideringit in the light of indulgence) tnuft 
the Miniilcrs of England boldly face the certainty of vailing alarming 
difeontents in this kingdom, and, perhaps, of opening another breach 
tor ruin and deftruftion to break upon us ? .mull I be interrupted in the 
courfeof the moft unanimous feilion of Parliament the country had ever 
fecn, commanding, by tny influence, and ou the credit of the perfons 
whom I had employed, ancl I inuft add, on the fatisfuftion I had given by 
one difmill'al, lupplies and forces beyond every former example, and 
caufing a fpirit of union and harmony td fuccet-d to that general difeon- 
tent and dilafteftion, ns well again ft the fyftem of the former Government 
in general, as againft the war lti'clf, which, at the time of my arrival; 
manifeftly and avowedly pervaded the bulk of the nation > And now, 

I thiuk* I have fuflkiently proved, that the Catholic queftion entered 
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for' nothing into the caufes of my dtfmifial; and havefhewn, that as 
for as my conduct in Ireland had any thing to do with it, i have traced 
it to the difmilFjl of Mr. Bercsford. What a caufe to throw terror and 
difmay over the Britilh Empire! What a ground for the abrupt and 
fudden removal of a firm, well fupported, and popular adminiftration, 

• in a nvoft critical and momentous period! A meafure, indeed, that by 
its raflinefs and violence, has really call terror and difmay over the whole 
kingdom of Ireland, and added in their train fallen difeontent, danger- 
•us-difoftection, and univerfal diffatisfa« 51 ion. But, after all, why are 
we looking for the caufe of my removal in the a&s of my ad mi nitration 

’ here? Wc ate freking in vain—It is labour loft. The true caufe is 
Mftto be found in the aft:, and tncafures of the It till Adminiftration, but 
‘ OR the principles, vievvs, and character of an Englilh Minifter. Wc mu ft 
-■'raft back to a more diftant petiod, when we lhall difeover the true caufe 
in the complexion of part events. When the Duke of Portland and his 
friends were to be entered into a coalition with Mr. Pitt’s adminiftration, 
it was nec-flary to bold < ut fuch allures, as would make the coalition pa¬ 
latable, or«vuipoffiblc for them to accede to. 'If the general manage¬ 
ment and fuperinrendancc.of Ireland had not been offered to his Grace, 
that coalition could never have taken place; the fcntiincnts that he en¬ 
tertained, and the language he had held fo publicly, for years-back, 

• fin the fubjeft, rendered the fupcrintcndancc of Irifli affairs a point that 
. COuld not he difpenfed with by him. It was become of abfolute nccef- 

fity that it fhould he transferred to his management; and accordingly, 
it watt offered horn the beginning of the negociatiou, as was alfo the home 
department, ot be Titary of State. Aik the Duke of Portland, when he 
engaged to acccpt^that department, it he doubted that the office offered 
to him was to be entire, and-fuch as his prcdecefihr had held it ? Aik him 
: ' if hj&was forewarned by Mr. l’itt, that it was to be diverted of half its 
dbtles, 'half is importance, and all its character ? Aik him, if he was 
’tqpprizcd that another Secretary of State was to be cut out of the De- 
' partment, and that he was to be left but as a joint poflHTcr with ah in- 
tti Aik him, when he accept|&$he management of Ireland, if he 
i .IRd it under any reftridtions whatever ? Aik him, if he prefled it upon 
Me under any, and if he did not propofe and recommend to me to lay out 
*> ia>mcdiutcfy for making fuch arrangements in the Government, as would 
’*#nable me to rertore peace, Tranquillity, and order in the country; and 

- as would reconcile the general mat's of the people to its Government. 

But* • my dear Cariillc, the infiant we had proclaimed our acceptance 
r of office, then the fcenc begamto open-then it was firfl difeovered that ' 
’.‘the object of all this mighty work, was not to fttvngthcn Adminiftration 
>y nuatceeflion of c’uaputer, but to debate, degrade, and difgrace that 
character. _ Wlicn the junction was irrevocably avowed and declared, 

- Ihcn thp pretentions of Mr. Dundas to the continued management of the • 
,war, were brought forward, and a new office was to be cabbaged out of „ 

the Duke of Portland’s, and an obvious diminution of his credit and au^ 
thority was to be proclaimed. No fooner had I declared my acceptance 
'of the Lieutenancy of Ireland, than delay interpofed, and Toon doubts 
wild difficulties arofe. It.is a matter of public notoriety in this country, 
fftat Mr. Pitt allured Lord Wffttnoreland, as early as Auguft, that be 
r Ibould not be removed ; and I know that I could bring evidence to prove, 

• that, in the courfe of the Autumn, he pointed out Lord Camden as the.*. 
£ pterion whom hc'intendsd Ihould fucceed my predcceflbr. No, Mr. Pitt 

did not wilh for our afliftance ;»but knowing the importance wc gave to 
the fyftem then pupfuing relative to France, Ue conceived it an oppor- 
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tunity, and determined to mike that themeans of di&racing oar chi- 
tadtcis, and of rendering ui, by repent<$^Hghts and affronts, fit for no 
other fervice hereaftei, but to be his vile tools and inftrumcnts, flattering 
himfelf that this his firft and lait objeft, the only'end of our admiffion 
into his Adniinifliation, was done and efferted? he havnot caied how fooo 
he began to turn foine of us adrift to all the diigracc and contempt it 
was his expectation and wifli fliould attach upon our chara&cis, in con- 
fcqucnce ot his contemptuous and ignominious ttcatment. Hoc, then* 
is the clue to the myfteiy ; hete you fee unravelled the teal g-ound of mjr 
depofition and attempted difgrace. To my meafures Mr. Pitt has nool£* , 

jection,- 1 pi edict that he will adopt them by the medium of ray 

liicceflbr ; I am not fute that he will not even court the co mentionsX 
have foimed tor Govirnmcnt. For the perfon, for whom he has pre¬ 
tended to contend fo ihenuoufly, he his no iegird ; and I doubt whe¬ 
ther hewill even peimit bun to lefumc his ftation at the Revenue Board* 
though he is entitled to do it even without a re-appointment, tor, in fa& 
he has never been out ot office. To get, then, rid of me perfonajly, at\d 
thereby to confign me over to immediate difgrace, has been the motive 
to every thing that has happened lelative to liclaiid. I have, then, the 
glory ot being the object ot Mr. Pitt’s diilike. I tcel it fuch, bccanljjs 
1 know it is a pi oof 1 have maintained, in the gteat and impoitant fitu* 
ation which I h ivc filled, dignity of chaiafter, and have not been found 
lubmiffive, vile, and lubfervieut. Foi this he has depofed me; bat by 
it, I have the arrogance to fay, he has depofed a faithful fervant of the 
Ciown, a beneficial Governor tor the people of Ireland, and a ftedfaft 
triend to the unity and connection of the two nations. 

As I feel myielt unfhaken, and my chataitcr above the reach of ca¬ 
lumny and alperfion, ti ull me, my friend, I will not be the ratjidefer of 
my own tame; I will not put the fcal to my own difgrace, by accepting 
the infidious offer ot a comptomifiqg compliment. By my copdu&t 
fuch as it lias been, I will flandor tall; and I will never give to the 
good people ot^cland, to whom 1 owe fo large a debt ot giatitude for 
their unexampled fuppoi t, implicit confidence, and nianifell attachment, 
ground to repioach me with being a'party in i fiaud upon them; gtound 
to reproach me with having cflablifhtd an Adminifliation, to which they, 
looked up with reverence, confidence, and attu'tion, in order that, fa¬ 
voured and unfufpefted, I might dive deep into their pockets, andhav-# 
ing gamed my point upon their ingenuous cicdulity, that I might re¬ 
deliver them up to the perfecting and unfot giving fpirit of that hatlh 
oppieflive, and obnoxious Govetnm-nf, from the fangs of which they 
wcie fancying they had juft purchafed an cfcape, at the price of fo Urge 
a tribute. 

Believe me. Sec. &c. &c. 

W. FITZWILLIAM. 


Monday y 17 th April. 

Lord GRENVILLE brought down His Majdty’s meflage, re¬ 
lative to the eflabliflunent of the Prince of Wales, and the liquida¬ 
tion of his debts, which he preferred to their Lordfhips. [Fora 
copy of the meflage, fee the proceedings of the Houfe of Common* 
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of tiie fame date.] It was.read firft by the Lord Chancellor, and 
then by the cleric at the t£Xlt£' after which, 

Lord Grenville moved, that it be taken into confideration on 
Friday next, and that the Houfe on that occafion be fummoned to 
attend.—Ordered. 


T'ue/ilay, 28 th April. 

On the order of the day for the third reading of a bill granting a 
certain-duty on hair powder, 

The Earl of MOIRA rofc to make his objc&ions to the principle 
iof the bill. His Lordfhip faid, that he condemned the principle, as 
operating, in many points of view, in a very partial and oppreflive 
manner upon various deferiptions of perfons. In the firft place, he 
took notice of the half-pay officers, whofc feelings would be greatly 
wounded, or their fmall incomes injured by the bill. He next ad¬ 
verted to a large defeription of perfons, who would be greatly affedled 
by it in the middling claffes of life, who could not well do with¬ 
out this article, which cuftom and decency had rendered fo nccclfary. 
It had been aflerted, he faid, that this was a popular bill, becaufe 
it bore hard only on the rich and great, who could alFord to pay the 
tax, and the poorer claffes were entirely exempted from it; but 
this was an erroneous idea. If by the poorer claffes, the very 
loiHpft orders of the people were meant, it might be fo; but thofe 
Who could immediately make their wants known, and who were 
afcfcbftorfiSd and not aftinmed to do fo, were not the defeription of 
periops on whom poverty and diftrefs bore with the greateft weight. 
^Ffeerc were other deferiptions and claffes of people who felt them 
-much more fcvcrcly; thefe were perfons who had been well educated 

brought up, who lived upon {lender fortunes which were barely 
-adequate to their fupport, who had been ufed to keep good com¬ 
pany, and who had been in the habit of wearing powder; if thofe 
‘perfons were obliged to pay the tax it would bear very heavy on them 
indeed. ^ The ftudents in the learned profeflions ought alfo to be 
cohfrdered ; and the fituation of widows of confined incomes who 
had daughters, would feel the weight of this tax in a very great 
degree.—This tax, his Lordfhip faid, operated in a’ different man- # 
ner from all taxes laid on articles of confumption. If, for inftance, 
the tax had been laid on the powder, every individual would have 
had a power to exercifc his diferetion of wearing it on fuch particular 
occasions as he might think proper, according to what his income 
would allow; but the preTcnt tax obliged a man to pay for powder¬ 
ing his hair only one Angle day as much as their Lordihips would 
any of them pay for ufing it the whole 365 days of the ycat, though 
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his fortune or income might not bear a proportion of one penny Co 
the guinea of any of their Lordfhips. This he looked upon as a 
great inequality and difproportion, and on that ground he condemned 
the principle. His Lordfhip inftanced the cafe of a half-pay officer, 
who, if he had occafion to wait upon the Commander in Chief, 
or Secretary at War, to make a tender of his fervices in the caufe 
of his country, mud either have his feelings hurt by going without 
powder to wait upon his fuperior Officer, or elfe he mud pay a gui- ' 
nea for one Angle day, perhaps a day of difappointment in getting 
his bread. The next point in which his Lordfhip objetted to the 
principle of the bill, was on the fcorc of the diftindtions it would 
introduce with refpedt to perfons of different parties and political 
fentiments. It had been feen in France, and throughout all Eu¬ 
rope, that nicknames and fignals, for the purpofc of diferimination, 
had been found ncccffary, and had been adopted; It had been for¬ 
merly the cafe in this country; the Round Heads and Cavaliers— 
the Whigs and Tories, &c. &c. had had their reign; but this bill 
went to fix a certain mafk which could not be mifiaken, and which, 
if the accounts of combinations and confpiracics that had been fo in- 
duftripufly circulated were true, which he, for one, did not believe, 
would give perfons concerned in fuch proceedings a certain mode of 
diftinguifhing thofeof their own way of thinking, by a£f of Parlia¬ 
ment. His Lordfhip objected to the principle of the bill, on ano¬ 
ther account, vrhich was, that it imparted a new fpecies of crime 
to an a 61 , which did not militate cither againft morality, religion, 
or jufiicc. If a man broke the head of his neighbour, imprifoned 
his perfon, or invaded his property, he knew at the time of his do¬ 
ing fo, that lie was afting wrong, independent of breaking the law; ^ 
but in this infiancc, the a 61 of powdering the hair, was not wrong " 
in any refpe 61 , except that of not obeying the law , this he thought 
would have a mifehievous tendency on the public mind, refpe6ting 
the due operation of penal laws. His Lordfhip concluded, by in- 
fbmeing the cafe of a fervant maid,. who might in the frolic ( of»a 
Chriftmas evening, take the drudging box, and flour her hair, by 
wav of appearing dreffed; this Ample a6t rendered her liable, if fhe 
had not paid the tax, to a penalty of twenty pounds. Half this 
penalty was given to the informer, which would make the tribe of 
informers numerous enough. If this poor maid fhould be informed 
againft, fhe might be thrown into jail, for the penalty, which it 
was not in her power to pay; and every one knew, that from the 
excellence of our Iaws.refpc&ing debtors, when once in jail for fuch 
a fum, fhe might perhaps lie there for the remainder of her life. 

Lord GRENVILLE agreed with the noble Lord who had juft 
Vol.XLII. 





A.1795*- " 


fat down, that there never was a period when taxes were more ne- 
ceflary than the prefent, and he could not for his life conceive a more 
juft, or more popular bill than that before the Houfe; it fell entirely 
on die higher ranks of fociety, as it was perfeflly optional whether 
any petfon (hould wear hair powder or not. It was not, in his opi¬ 
nion, the* outward appearance that conftituted the gentleman, but 
his conduit and behaviour. With refpeit to what had fallen from 
the noble Earl in allufion to watchwords of rebellion and fedition, 
he believed that where there were ill-difpofcd perfons, they never 
were at a lofs for watch-words and phrafes that fuited their fnifter 
i purpofes. He would urge again what he had faid before, that this 
tax operated folely againft the rich; and if any of the lower orders 
were fo vain as to wear hair powder, their vanity formed a proper 
obje& of taxation. The cafe of the fervant maid was one which he 

thought not very likely to happen in the way in which it had been 
mentioned by the noble Lord. 

* The Earl of MOIRA maintained his former pofitions, and dif¬ 
fered entirely with the noble Secretary of State, as to the effetft of the 
bill, in giving a certain mark to thofe of a particular party. He alfo 
differed with him as to confluences which fuch marks of diftin&ion 
have on the minds of men in linking them together. He remarked, 
that the fong of Lillibullera had a greater effeft in holding the people 
* together in the reign of James II. and ftimulating them againft the 
meafures of that monarch, than the moft laboured efforts of reafon 
and argument* He perfifted that it was not at all improbable, that a 
maid fervant, circumftanced as his had ftated, might, in confequence 
of fuch an adl of merriment and frolick, be doomed to languish out 
the remainder of her days in a difmal jail. 

, - Vifcount SYDNEY paid-a compliment to the eloquence and in¬ 

genuity of the Earl o£ Moira; but was furprifed that a perfon of 
'* bis known bravery and fpirit (hould have fo much dread of the con- 
- fequences of this bill in one particular point of view., He did not 
fee it at all in that light; he thought the bill a good and a popular 
one in xvery refpedt but one, which was a cafe in which he agreed 
With Earl Moira, that of the half-pay officers. His Lordftup en¬ 
larged on th^mcrits of that defeription of gentlemen, and the ferviccs 
they had 4jpne ttfeir country, and hoped that if it was poffible, 
without endangering the lofs of the bill, by fending it back to the 
other Houfe with an amendment, that an exemption might take 
pjb&e in their favour. 

-. Lord MULGRAVE requefted before their Lordftups proceeded 
to the third reading of the bill, that they would indulge him with a 
few in fupport of the claufe, which he had before given notice 
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he intended to introduce by way of amendment. He 1 believed that 
there was not a Angle Lord prefent who would give the leaft oppofi- 
tion to the claufe he had to propofe, were it not for the inconvenience 
that might arife from the bill being rejc&cd in tire Houfe of Com* 
mons if any amendment were made to it (being a money bill) in 
that Houfe. He hoped, however, that this rcafon would not ope- , 
rate on the prefent occafion. The claufe he had to propofe was for ' 
an exemption to a very honourablefend defer v mg body of gentlemen, ' 
whofe ferviccs to their country deferved every confideration and atten¬ 
tion. It was well known that officers on half pay had always,* 
from the period of entering into the army, been ufed to coftfider 
powder in their hair as an article of drefs, and a mark or infignia 
of the character of a gentleman. To oblige them to pay a guinea 
a year for the privilege to wear it in future, out of an annual fum of 
thirty-four, or from that to ten or fifteen pounds more, would bn 
a great hardflitp, and what their fmall income would not bear.—■ 
They muft therefore appear without it, which would moft certainly 
be a great hurt to their feelings, and a very ill return for thofe fer- 
vices they had performed, the blood they had Ihed, and the wounds 
they had received in performing the duties of their profeflion. His 
Lordfhip fnid, he folt himfelf excited by his profeffional feelings, 
to Hand forth the Advocate of this defeription of gentlemen, whofe 
merits and fcrvices he had witncfTcd on fcvcral occafions, and though 
he doubted not he fhould meet the fupport of almoft every noble 
Lord in the Houfe, he made himfelf particularly certain of that of 
the right Reverend Bench oppolite to him, the lower orders of whofe 
profeflion had received a fimilar exemption with that he now ar¬ 
gued for, extending to every clergyman not pofTeffing an income of 
more than a hundred a year. He had voted for that exemption in- 
favour of the clergy, and he doubted not, but the Rev. Prelates 
would, by the fame rule of jufticc, vote for a fimilar exemption, 
with regard to half-pay officers. His Lordfhip concluded an ex¬ 
cellent fpeech, by moving a claufe, “ exempting officers in the 
army and marines, on half pay, from the payment of the tax.” 

Lord ROMNEY oppofed the claufe being received, as he thought 
it might endanger the bill, which he confidercd as one of the beft 
tax hills that ever was introduced into the Houfe. 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER fupported the claufe upon the 
principles of equity and juffice. He faid an exemption had taken 
place in favour of the lower orders of the clergy, and he thought it ' 
ought tq be extended to die half-pay officers, whofe fervices deferved 
every indulgence of this kind, in aid of their very narrow incomes. 
He faid this exemption could not hurt the revenue alall; for lfwas 

qMa 
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ridiculous to expc& a guinea from thofe pockets where a guinea 
was not to be found. He was furprifed the exemption had not 
been made in the Commons, and that it (hould have come before 
their Lordlhips with this iniquity upon its head. He concluded by 
faying, that the claufc (hould have his hearty fupport. 

Lord GRENVILLE oppofed the claufe, on the ground that 
there was no necefiity for hal£*pay officers wearing hair powder. 

The Duke of RICHMOND thought the claufc was worded in 
.too general a manner. There were many officers on half pay who 
had retired from the army and were pofleffed of good fortunes; 
thefe would be cxcinpted under the claufe as it now flood ; there 
were alfo many on half pay who did not deferve the exemption ; 
perfons who had purchafed commiffions on the eve of peace for the 
purpofe of getting on half pay; many of thefe waiters at taverns 
, and perfons of a fimilar defeription. If the claufc was reftridtad to 
filch officers on half pay as had made a tender o£ their fcrviccs 
within twelve months, he would agree to it, otherwife not. 

The Earl of GUILFORD obferved, that there feemed not to 
be any very great objc&ions to the claufc, except the rifk of the 
bill being thrown out in the Commons, on account of the amend¬ 
ment made by their Lordfhips ; there could be no doubt, however, 
that»a new bill would be brougnt in adopting the amendment, or 
(bmething adequate to it, and as this could only caufe the delay of 
five or fix days, he (hould vote for the claufe. 

Lord MULGRAVE was very fcvcrc on the* argument of Lord 
Grenville refpefting the necefiity of a half-pay officer’s wearing hair 
powder. He allowed there was no moral or medical necefiity for 
it, but he put it entirely on the fcore of their feelings, which would 
be wounded by thus putting a badge on their poverty. It put him 
in mind, he faid, of an anecdote mentioned of a great man in 
France under the old Government; this was Cardinal de Bois, 

, who, when a monk, one of the lower orders of the clergy, had 
written a book whiA he did not approve ; the Cardinal reproached 
him xery fevercly; and alked the Abbe why he employed his time 
. jn that manner r The anfwcr was, “ Heins! Mmfeigneur, ilfaut 
que je vive to which .the Cardinal replied, “ MonJieur t Je nets 
vots fas la necpjftfe." This was a fentiment which he was fure their 
Lprdfiiips would not adopt, and therefore-he was fanguinc in his ex¬ 
pectations that the claufq would be agreed to. 
iff ROCHESTER declaimed having any profcfiibnal 

vtas: he faid, in all great bodies of men there were iome undeferv- 
ing objects, but it would be unjuft to punifti the worthy'on their , 
accoqot. , . 
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The LORD CHANCELLOR fa id, he had liftened with die 
grcate’ft furprize to the turn which this debate had taken; for the 
arguments ufed in fupport of this claufe went againft the principle of 
the bill itfclf; they were founded upon a fuppofition that wearing 
powder was abfolutely neceffary for die decent appearance of a man 
in fociety; this he by no means admitted; for if a perfon’s cir- 
cumftances were fuch that’he could not conveniently afford a guinea, 
if he was otherwife a rcfpe&able character, would he be lefs looked 
upon in fociety for not wearing powder i certainly not. A noble 
friend of his (Lord Guilford) he faw was without powder, an'd 
yet he was furc the noble Lord was as much efteemed as if he was 
fuperbly dreffed. His Lordfhip then alluded to the cafe of half-pay 
officers—he could not fee any reafon for exempting them thit would 
not apply to other dalles of men, fuch as younger brothers, flu- 
dents, &c. He could not conceive why they (hould feci themfelves. 
degraded by this meafure; they might as well feel hurt at not bqng 
able to wear a fine coat. 

The noble Lord (Mulgmvc) had been miftaken in attributing 
that expreflion to the Cardinal dc Buis, it was ufed by Monf. d’Ar- 
genfon, one of the Officers of the Police at Paris, to a man who 
was brought before him for writing an indecent pamphlet; being 
alkcd why he w r rote fuch a book, he fa id, <e Monjieur , il faut que 
je vive Monficur dArgenfon, with great wit and propriety re¬ 
plied to fuch a man, «* Je rien vois pas la necejjite .” His Lordfldp 
concluded with declaring his difapprobation of the claufe. i ' 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, ho was an enemy to all exemptions 
in tax bills, as they only produced jealoufy. He (hould hot have, 
been forry if the Commons had inferted the claufe in favour of the 
half-pay officers, but he (hould not wilh in the prefent ftage of, thO~ 
bill to have it introduced. * 

The Houfe divided. 

For the claufe, 11 ; Againft it, 15. Majority, 4. 

The bill was then read a third, time, and paffed.—Adjourned. 

Wednejday t 2 $th April. 

No debate. 

1 

Thurfday t 30/^ April. 

The Earl of MOIRA adverted to the happy event of the nuptials 
of his Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales, and to the general hopes 
which infolvent debtors had cherifhed in confequcnce of it. He 
obftrvcd that his profellional avocations had prevented hirn from 
attending in the Houfe, and of fubmitting to their Lordlhips his 
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Ideas of the propriety of adopting feme regulation of the law with 
segard to infolvent debtors. He wifhed that the fulleft inveftigation 
fhould be had, and the ntoft clear difcrimination made between the 
cafes of the fraudulent and the unfortunate. He wifhed alfo that 
no unneeefTary delry fhould take place in the inveftigation of this 
prefling and important fubjedt. Long ;go their Lordfhips had put 
Ibme queftions upon this matter to the judges, and he knew not 
Ac reafon why thefe learned Minifters of juftice had not come to a 
determination. He had not at prefent any thing to move, but that 
a petition, which he held in his hand, be read. The petition was 
accordingly read. It was ftgned by a vaft number of perfons who 
had the misfortune to be in prifon for debt. Expreffing thur joy at 
the happy event of the nuptials of his Royal Ilighnefs the Prince of 
Wales j flaring generally the hardfhips which they fuffer, and ex- 
preffing a hope that they might be permitted to enjoy the bldfings of 
liberty •, imploring the kind and generous interference of their Lord- 
lhips If it feemed meet. 

Lord Vifcount SYDNEY rofe to obferve to their Lordfhips, that 
as rile franking bill was about to come under their confederation, he 
thought it neceffery to inform them, that great abufts had been made 
by editors of newfpapcis, in franking thofc papers, by putting upon 
them names of many Members of both Houfes, without their con- 
fept, and without ever confulting them upon the imtter. He him- 
he declared, had never given his name to the franking of more 
than*three papers in his life, and yet, he underftood, that fifty at 
teaft had laft year been fent under his name. He believed that many 
dl their Lordfhips had been dealt by with as little ceremony, and 
had the fame unlicenccd liberty taken with them; and very minac¬ 
ious indeed were the Members of the other Houfc, whole names 
* stepe thus ufed without their authority or confent. Many of thefe 
papers were, in his opinion, highly feditious, and yet the names of 
feveral Members who abominated their principles were made fub- 
ftrvient to their circulation through the country. Laft fummer he 
had feep a laige packet of thefe papers, which contained a mafs of 
libellous, feditious, and fcandalous matter, franked with the name 
Ofthe Secretary to the Treafury (Mr. Rofe). His Lordfhip faid he 
did not mean to riialre any motion upon the fubje&, as he hoped, 
from what he had now faid, the editors of newfpapers would take 
rile hint, and be more careful in future how they took fuch unwar¬ 
ranted liberties as ufing the names of Members of both Houfes in 
flunking their papers, who never authorifed them fe to do. 

, 'The Duke of GRAFTON requefted their Lordfhip’s attention 
’ % a few words he wifhed to fubmit to their conlideration, refpedling 
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the bufmeft which flood as die order of the day for to-morrow. Ho 
meant the confidftation of His Majefty’s meffage, relative to the 
payment of the debts of his Royal Higbnefs the Prince of Wales. 
His Giccc faid, that he believed everyone of their Lordfhips would 
agree with him in opinion, that nothing could, at any period of time, 
-be more highly important than to avoid any flep being taken which 
might even tend to depreciate either Houfe of Parliament in the eyes 
of r lv people of this country. It was, he obferved, moil peculiarly 
imporant to avoid this at the prefent moment, when thofe, who 
hail the adminiftration of His Majefly’s Government committed to f 
their .-are, were allowed, on all hands, by every impartial and un¬ 
prejudiced perfon in the kingdom, to be totally inadequate to the * 
talk, and deflitutc of thofe abilities which were requisite to gui&e the 
helm of the vcifcl of State, fo as to afford a profpedl of fafety and 
fecurity during the prefent critical sera, when country was fur* 
rounded with more alarming and calamitous circumflanees than It 
had ever experienced before. The neeeflity, therefore, of defer¬ 
ring the confideration of the truly interefling and important bufinefs 
he he’d alluded to, till fuch time as the Houfe of Commons had 
come to fomc fpccific propofition on the fubje<fl, his Grace doubted 
not would be apparent and obvious to their Lordfhips, when they 
reflected, that being a money tranfa&ion, if their Lordfhips pro¬ 
ceeded on the bulinefs at the time, and according to the order they 
had made upon it, they might perhaps come to fomc propofition or * 
refolution on the fubjedt which militate againfl the opinion of the 
Houfe of Commons, and which if they refufed their aflent to, would 
commit them with that Houfe, and place them in a very awkward t 
predicament in the eye of the Public. His Grace faid, their Lord- 
fhips well knew that it had always been the cuflom and ufage of Pa**?/ 
liament for all meafurcs refpedting money bills to originate in that’' 
Houfe, and from thence to come to their Lordfhips for their aflent 
and concurrence. This cuflomary and conflitutional progrefftonhe 
wifhed to fee adhered to, fo the prefent inftance; and he would 
therefore hope, that His Majefly’s Miniftcrs would take the matter 
into their ferrous confideration, and agree to defer the bufinefs till 
it had firft been proceeded upon in the other Houfe of Parliament, 
from whence it ought properly to come to their Lordfhips. The 
call of that Houfe was fixed for next Monday fe’nnight, which (hewed 
with what care and circumfpedlion they Were determined to proceed, 
and how highly important in its confcquenccs they confidered the 
fubjedi. He would not, therefore, take up more of their Lordfhip’s 
time at prefent, trufling that His Majefty’s Minifters would feohow 
dangerous it would be at this particular time for their Lordfhips to 
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• come to any fpecific refoJution on an affair of fuch immenfe impor¬ 
tance to the country, which the Commons might not afterwards 
think proper to aifent to, and which would, by fuch diffent of theirs, 
be rendered altogether nugatory and of no cfTed. He did not wifti 
that their Lordihips ffiould difgrace themfelves, or deceive the King 
on the Throne; for when this very critical and delicate bufinefs # 
came to a point he did not know what might be done. In order 
to five the Houfe from that ftatc of embarrafsment in which they 
might be placed if they adopted any thing upon this fubjeft to mor¬ 
row, he ffiould with to move, that the order for taking His Ma- 
jefty’s meffage into confidcration he difeharged. 

Lotd GRENVILLE faid, that if the noble Duke had but waited 
tiff to-morrow, he would have fecn that die obfervations his Grace 
had juft made, would have been fuperfluous. He perfe&ly agreed 
with the noble Dukrin what he had faid rcfpedling the propriety of 
any proportion on this fubjcfl coming from the other Houfe, and all 
he {Hopofcd to do to-morrow was to move an addrefs to His Ma- 
jefty, thanking him for his gracious communication, exprtfling their 
loyalty and attachment to His Majcfty and every part of his illuftri- 
ous family, and a (Turing him that they would proceed to the confi¬ 
dcration of the fubjc£t of His Majcfty’s moft gracious meffage, w'ith 
as much difpatch as the nature of the cafe would allow. This was 
*pU he intended to propofe to-morrow, and this would not bind the 
Houfe to any thing whatever. 

'f'he Duke of GRAFTON replied, that he ftill was not fetisfied 
„With what haa now fallen from the noble Secretary of State. He 
.thought no ftep (hould be taken in the bufinefs at all, till thtir Loid- 
knew how the other Houfe of Parliament would difpofc of it. 
gifts Grace afferted his perfeft independence in (lie part he took in 
thfe prefent queftion—he was unconcerned as to what parties his con- 
du«ft might not plcafe, cither among the Public, or in any other 
place. Paramount to all other confederations, ho confidered his 
djuty as a Lord of Parliament, and that duty alone impelled him to 
rate afld deliver his fentiments to their Lordihips in hie manner he 
. Had dkmc* 


Tfje §arl of LAUDERDALE took the opportunity to ftate to 
' the Houfe, that on the 26th of February, he moved an addrefs to 
Majcfty, for papers to be laid on their table. They had not 
yet appeared, for what rcafon he could not conceive. He wiflied 
to know frqm the noble Secretary of State, when they were likely 
»to be produced; and fecondly, whether there was any difficulty arifing 
from the manner in which his motion was worded. If fo, he was 
ready to alter it in arjy way that might be deemed proper. 
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Lord GRENVILLE faid, he could not alTign a reafon for the 
delay, but that he would make inquiry. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved, that he fhould take 
the prefent opportunity of the noble Secretary of State's being in his 
place, to call their Lordfhlps' attention to another fubjeCt which he 
thought was of considerable importance to their Lordfhips and to the 
Public. The prefent feffion, he remarked, w r as very fir advanced, 
and not the fmallcft mention had been made, or notice taken of die 
opening campaign. His Majefty’s Miniftcrs had piomifed to give 
the earlieft information poflible on this intetefting head, yet though 
the feafon for commencing another campaign was greatly advanced* 
nothing had tranfpired from them on the fubjeft. He fhorddbegfod 
to know the reafon of this, and to have fuch information as in their 
power to communicate, laid before their Lordfhips. There was 
another circumftance alfo which prcfTcd upon* his mind relative CO 
the Emperor's loan. He wifhed to know what call would be tmafe 
on the Public on that head, and how much money had already been, 
advanced to the Emperor. He was afraid a film great and affirming, 
beyond the conception and imagination of tnoft men, had already 
been granted to the Emperor, without being fubmitted to the confi» 
deration of Parliament. He fhould, therefore, make a motion re- 
fpc&ing this bufinefs of the loan, unlefs the noble Secretary of Stato<* 
gave him fuch information as might render it utmeccffary fbr him 
fo to do. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that with regard to the firft part of 
the noble Earl’s requeft (the opening of the campaign) all he could 
fay, was, that he had not received any commands from His 
jefty to communicate any information ro their Lordfhips, and them*,- 
fore it was not proper in his place, as a Lord of Parliament, 
fo. As to the other, as far as accounts could be made out, hettjSd 
no objections to their being laid before their Lordfhips. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE then moved, that “an account 
of fuch farther fums of money as His Majefty has been induced to 
order to be ifliicd to His Imperial Majefty, fpe&fying dates, &c. 
fince the laft return, be laid before their Lordfhips.”—- Ordered. - 
The order of the day on the motion relative to the recall of Pari 
Fitzvvilliam, being called for by fcveral noble Lords, 

The Earl of GUILFORD begged leave to ftate to the Houfe, 
that he thought it would be hardly poflible to bring forward the mo¬ 
tion, of' which the noble Duke had given notice, on account of die 
indifpofitvon of a noble Secretary of State (the Duke of Portland), 
who was iConfiderably interefted in the fubjed. He therefore fub- 
mitted it to the Houfe, whether it would not be more fatUft&ory 
Vol. X.LII. 3 N 
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to their Lord (hips, and to the Public at large, to defer thlfdifcuflion 
of this important bufinefs to feme day when their Lordlhips might 
have the advantage of the attendance of that Obble Duke. 

The Duke of NORFOLK' obferved that a noble Earl, who 
had lately been recalled from an high and important ftation, came 
down to that Houfc and charged Adminiftration with implicating ' 
his character unjuftly ; and called on them to name a day to inqui e 
into all the eircumftanccr. of the tranfa&ion. Blame there certainly 
iexifted fomewhere, and it ftrtrk him fo forcibly, as being eflcntial 
to the dignity of that Houfc to inquire into the fubjedt, that he had 
determined to bring it before their Lordlhips. One Miniftcr was 
prevented- from attending in (lie Houfe to-day, and it was fuppofed- 
that the qudtion referred to the department of that Minifter in par¬ 
ticular ; tliis fecmcil to be the reafoh whv this bufinefs Ihould be de- 
• * 

ferred. It did not Appear to him to be a fufficient reafon *, but he 
Wiptrid be guided by their- Lordfhips, if they would be pleafed to 
JuggefLtheir opinion. As there were two parties concerned in tliis 
^bufincls, His Majefty’s Minifters and the noble Earl, he fhould ra¬ 
ther wifh to know what was their difpjofition, than to do any thing 
dn his own part; and there might be fomewhat of delicacy from the 
ablence of one noble Peer fuppofed to be particularly interelled. Un¬ 
willing, therefore, to do any thing until he Ihould know the withes 
of cither fide, he Ihouid pofipone his motion; if, on the contrary, 
it was thought neceflary by the Houfc, he was ready to proceed. 
v ‘ The Earl of GU 1 LFOR.D was Hill of opinion tlvit the difeuflion 
.ought not to be gone into in the abfence of the noble Duke. He 
thought *it would be more fatisfa&ovy to themfelves, to the people 
^pf .jhts country, and to the people of Ireland, not to proofed in the 
Z^pKitice of the noble Duke, and therefore he mull perfift in defiring 
%f^oftponc the fubjedh 

‘The Earl of MOIRA was of the fame opinion. He adverted 
to a declaration made upon the honour of a gentleman in the Houfe 
of Commons in Ireland, which implied that every thing was per- 
^fedtly well imdfeHlocd by the parties before the noble Earl quitted 
It therefore occurred to him, that to proceed in his 
a^fei^ippould ibc a mark of difrefpedt to tire noble Duke, without 
being or any advantage to the Houfe. The noble Duke ought to 
hayehn opportunity of taking his (hare in the difeuflion. 

^The Earlof GUILFORD moved, that the order of the day 
difeharged, and, a new order made, fixing fome future day for 
seeding on the bufinefs. . 

The .Duke of NORFOLK did not think that the iadifpofition 
? the noble Duke was a fufficient caufc for poftponing the motion. 
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He did not fee how Ms prefence'was fo very effcntially neceffary at. 
-had been fated. It was true, as Secretary of State, the greateft part 
of the correfpondence; had palled through his department \ but he un- 
derftood that the moft blame, if any there was, would be found to 
reft with thole of His Majefty’s Mini Iters in the Cabinet, whp held 
. Rations of refponlibility, and who had made ftipulatibns from which 
they had afterwards receded. However, as it fcciped to be the in¬ 
clination of a majority of their Lordlhips, that the order of the day. 
be difeharged, and a new one made, he Ihouid not offer any farther 
objection. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he had no objection cither one way 
or the other ; he only begged, it to he understood, that tie, did not 
alfcnt to anv thing that had been faid upon the umjerit th.tt day. 

The Duke of NORFOJ.K propofed Tuefday next to proceed on 
the hufinefs, and moved that on that day their Lordlhips be fum- 
mened. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE was of opinion, that Tuefdiy 
would be too early a day. If the noble Duke was fo feriouily and 
alarmingly ill, as, he was forry to fay, he undcritood he was, .it 
would be abfurd to fuppofe that there would he any thing like a cer¬ 
tainty of his being able to attend the Iloufc on fo early a day. $s 
the one propofed. As it feemed to be the opinion of fome noble 
Lords, that the prefence of his Grace was effcntially neceffary, the 
bed way would be to fix a day fo far diftant, as might 1 bring the at¬ 
tendance of the noble Duke, by his recovery, within the fcale' of 
probability; and therefore he would fubmit it to the noble Duke, 
to poftpone it to fome day more diftant than the one he had mined. 

The Duke of NORFOLK, after a few words expreflive t>f his 
defire to do every thing which might accommodate the feelings of 
noble Duke who laboured under a prefent indifpofition, propofed 'ijp* 
morrow fc’nnight, which w as immediately agreed to, and the Lords 
ordered to be fummoned for that day. 


Friday % iji May. 


‘.f'. 


Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the dav, which was to 
take His Majefty’s meffage on the affairs of the Prince of Wales in¬ 
to eonfidcration. 

The mdfage being read, 

Lord Grenville, in conformity to the notice lie had given, rofe 
for the purpofe of moving an Addrcfs to His Majefty.*' He did‘not 
intend to enter into any detail oo the prefent oceafion, bccaufe that 
fliould be left tp a future opportunity. It was not proper,. in his 
opinion, for their Lordlhips to come to any fpecific refolution that 

3N a 
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stiight bind them upon this affoir, for various mafens, one of which 
was obvious, he meant the practice of Parliament, by which it was 
underftood that all legiflative meafures relating to public expences, 
ihould originate in the other Houfe of Parliament. He hoped that 
what he had to propofe would meet with the unanimous concurrence 
of the Houfe, for it was nothing more than an anfwer to His Ma* - 
jefty’s meflage in general terms, confidently with the rcfpeii which 
was due to the Throne. His Lordfhip faid, that he believed every 
noble Lord who heard him, would concur in fentiment, that it 
was highly eflential to die intend of the nation that the honour and 
dignity of the heir apparent to the Crown ihould be fupported with 
evciy neceflaiy and convenient degice of fplendour and of comfort. 
The means by which this was to be done were not now immediately 
before the Houfe, nor would perhaps be regularly fo for feme time 
to come. What meafures ihould be taken to relieve his Royal 
Highftefs from his embarraflment, to prevent his being fubjcCted to 
fuiy fhch hereafter, or even what ihould be his efhblUhment, were 
points for future confideration. He ihould now move that an Ad- 
drefs be prefented to His Majefty, to return to Iiis Majefty their 
ItOHdihips* thanks for his gracious communication. To allure His 
Mujiffy of the intered their Lordfhips had in the happinefs of His 
h^ajeAy, and every branch of his illuftrious family. And that their 
Zozdfhips will take the fubjedt of His Majcfty’s gracious communi¬ 
cation into their moft ferious confideration, and that they will be 
rgady to concur in fuch meafures as may be, under all the circum- 
dances, thought necelfary for making a provifion foi his Royal High- 
nefs die Prince of Wales, &c. 

The Addrefs being read and the quedion put, 

*The Earl of GUILFORD obferved, that he did not rife with 
the- mod didant intention of oppofing the Addrefs which had jud 
been read; on the contrary, he thought it highly laudable, as the 
noble Secretary of State had very cautioufly and prudently worded 
it in fuch a manner as not to bind that Houfe to any thing whatever. 
If is Ldrdfhip allowed that this was certainly not the time to enter 
into any detail upon thefabjedt; notwithftanding which he could not 
forbear rMrticnivg fome things which forcibly imprelfed liis mind 
relativeThis was a matter of the greattft moment, whether 
viewed with regard to the nation or to his'Royal Highnefs , and it 
would be eflentially neceflary, that in relieving that high perfonage 
from 'thofc incumbrances which now prefled upon him, no rtfeive 
fhcA be made—no concealment fhould le attempted, but that 
vy Wt P ar ^ e which was really owing, fhould be actually and h»a 
/fl^ffchaiged, and that to the utmoft farthing. If this was not 
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done, nothing would be gone effc&ually, and die Royal peribnagp 
alluded to, would be in as dilagreeable circumftances in a(hort time 
hence, as he is fiud to he at the prefent moment. As to the mode 
of payment of the debts of his Royal Highnefs, his Lordihip did 
not think itwas of mudi confequence whether an additional fum 
w^s added to his Royal Highnefs's income in order to be folely ap¬ 
propriated to the payment of his debts, or whether die whole (hould 
be paid at once, and an intereft railed upon the Public, inftead of - 
fuch additional cftablilhment, At all events, however, his Lord- 
(hip was clearly of opinion, that from the excefiive rife in all the 
articles of pruvifion and family concerns, a much higher eftablifh- 
ment ought to be allowed at prefent than had ever been granted to ’ 
any former Prince of Wales. After having faid thus much, he could 
not think himfclfjuftified in fitting down without adding, that he-, 
thought it extremely ncccffary that the latter part of the meflage . 
ihould be minutely and ftri&ly attended to, and that every pofiUbif. 
check (hould be placed fo as to put it altogether out of his Roy$ 
Highnefs’s power ever to Involve himfelf in fuch embarrall'uients in 
Aiturc, and to (hew that every Prince of Wales hereafter might noth 
fuppofe that he had an unlimited credit upon the purfeof the nation. 
Having faid this, he was happy to fay he concurred entirely ip the;: 
prefent Addrefs. ■ 

Lord GRENVILLE was extremely happy to hear what had 
been exprefled by the noble Earl. He entirely coincided with him 
in opinion upon all the topics he had mentioned, and he could affure 
the noble Earl and the Houfe, that when the matter came to be dif* 
cufifed, it would be found that in every meafurc in which he had 
any concern relating to it, the utmoft caution would be ufed to pre¬ 
vent any of thofe inconveniences which the noble Earl had alluded - 
to. He afiured their Lordfhips that he had no other rcafon for not. 
entering more fully into the fubjod, than that this did not appear 
to him to be a fit feafon for that purpofe. 

The Addrefs was then agreed to nan, diff. 

Monday, 4 tb May , to Thurfday , Jtb jj£ay,*inchijive. 

No debate. 


Friday, 8 tb May. ‘ 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE begged leave to call to the re- 
collection of theur Lordfliips, ■ that fome confiderable time paft he 
had made a modem for certain papers to be laid on the table of that 
Houfe, which hr id been ordeicd accordingly. That a few days 
ago lie L.d comp! ained of tliofc papers not having been produced, at 
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Which time the noble Secretary of State .had anfwercd dot he did 
not know the rcafon why the papers alluded to bad not been laid 
on the tabic, but that he would mqufte into it. . Since that 
time, certain papers had been laid on the table, purporting to be 
the papers which he had moved for, but he deiired to fubmit to the 
Houfe, that thofe papers now produced were not the whole .of' the-*, 
papers he had moved for. His Lordfhip faid, that his motion 
went to all the papers on the fubjcct to which they related, in the 
\ 4 everal offices of the different Secretaries of State. He had under- 
flood,* and he believed it was-sgcncrall.y underftood by the country, 
'that there were three Secretaries of State, whereas die papers laid on 
tlje table only related to the offices ,of two Secretaries of State. lie 
■conceived, therefore, that the noble Secretary of State ought to give 
his rcafons why' all the papers had not been produced from the three 
offices, according to*the order which had been made on the fubjcct. 
^'iwLord' GRENVILLE faid, that all the papers moved for had', in 

• hisopinion, been laid before the Houfe. He allowed that, nomi¬ 
nal^,; there were three Secretaries of State, but he was happy to 
iay, for the intcrcft of this country, that the bufinefs was done by 
two Offices, and a confiderablc faving to the Public thereby made. 
'UThis being the cafe, and all the papers of the two Offices being 
laid on the table, his Lordfhip conceived every thing had been 
done which either the motion or the order required. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE expreffed himfclf by no means 
latisficd with what had fallen from Lord Grenville refpc&ing the 
production of thofe papers,' or the offices of the feveral Secretaries of 
State. The noble Secretary had Hated, that the bufinefs of three 
Secretaries was done at two offices, with a confiderablc faving to 
the Public. He ihould have been glad to have heard, and he 
thought it was neceffary it Ihould be fliewn, how that faving was 
made out. Much had been faid that a certain right honourable 
gentleman undertook the drudgery and fatigue of office, without re¬ 
ceiving the emoluments ; but, in his mind, this ought to be made 
apparent. Certain, hi# Lordfhip faid, he was, that there were 

• three Secretaries of^6tate, one of whom, he had no doubt, would 
-be freq^ently alluded to in the Courfc of the prefent evening ; and 

fomeyfarther proof than mere affiertion ought to be adduced refpeif- 
Fng 0 important a bufinefs, before their Lordfiiips would be latis- 
lijf'that the papers now laid on the tabic were all that ought to be 
J^oduccd. His Lordfhip faid, he would nofat prefent make any 
^motion on the fubjeft ; but he requefted the Hoyric to take notice, 
Jthat he intended on a future day to move, ffitit their Lordfiiips be 
Summoned, on Wcdnefday, the 27U1 of this month. Ke would 



not fay any thing at prefent of the nature of his motion, bccaufche 
knew the unwarrantable advantages which were too often taken of 
fuch notices out of doors. 

Lord QfyjNVILLE faid, that as thc^noble Earl had not thooglit 
proper to mention the nature of his motion, he could fay nothing 
•' -flspre to it at prefent than this—that he (hould be ready to meet it 
whenever the noble Earl (hould think fit to put their Lordfhips it* 
portertion of its purport and intent. 

The order of the day being moved, on which the lioufe had been, 
fummoned, K' 

The Duke of NORFOLK rofe to make his promifed motion. 
His Grace faid, that the matter which he had now to bring forward 
was of magnitude fufficient to attract the attention of their Lord- 
(hips. The honour and the character of a very diftinguifhed indi¬ 
vidual were involved in it. His fame and reputation had been fe* 
vercly wounded by the conduct of Minilters, in having advifbdrtH,* ' 
Majefty to recall him from an important ftation. This vupsnot 
all; for the fubjed involved matter of more importance than even 
the honour or the life of any individual—-the probable tranquillity 
of the filter kingdom and of this. He regretted that the bufinefa 
had not fallen into abler hands than his ; but he would proceed upon 
it as well as he was able ; and firft, he (hould obferve, that here- 
joice-.l, as he believed their Lordfhips would rejoice, that the caufe 
which on a former day occafioncd the delay of the drfeuflion of foie 
fuhjcft, (the illnefs of the Duke of Portland) no longer cxifted, al¬ 
though, in his view of the fubjcCl, it was no caufe of delay at all> 
for he was of opinion, that their Lordfhips might have proceeded 
with perfect propriety in the abfonce of the noble Duke; but, a& 
many of their Lordfhips thought otherwife, he confcntal to foe <}e?* 
lay that had taken piacc. 

The queftion here to be difeuffed was not, in his opinion,, be« 
tween the noble Earl who had been recalled, and the noble Duke 
who communicated His Majefty’s commands upon that fubjoSt, but 
between the noble Earl and that part of His Majefty’s Privy Coun. 
cil denominated the Cabinet. In their a& 4 s a body, no one indi¬ 
vidual was more implicated than another. What parted there was 
foe act of all; and foe mere tranfmicting of the rcfult out of a par¬ 
ticular office, was a matter of no importance ; in that refpeft the 
noble Duke could do no more than to give dire&ions to his clerk? 
to tranfmit the difpatch according to orders. The queftion, there¬ 
fore, was, whether foe noble Earl had fo far violated his duty, ei¬ 
ther from vanity fetid weaknefs, or any other caufe, fo as to make 
it matter of juftice or prudence to recall him for the fafety of the 
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State ; or whether Minifters had departed front their fluty, from 
wantonnefs or caprice, ot any finifter party viewi*«f their own, and 
improperly advifed His Majefty upon that fubjedt ? He muft now 
requeft the indulgence of their Lordlhips, while he tookview .of 
the lituation of this country, from a time confidently anterior to 
die date of this recall. At the time of the Afincrican war, thaihr-' 
Lordlhips would recollect that there was a very confidence party 
who oppofed both the principle of that War, and die manner in 
which it was carried on. That party fucceded at laft in removing 
. die Minifter of the Executive Government that conduced it, and 
were called to take upon themfelves the helm of affairs. The death 
of the Mprquis of Rockingham, which could never be fufficiently 
lamented by die nation, occafioned a new change, and a noble Lord, 
whom he was ferry not to fee in his place, then Earl of Shelburne, 
fucceeded to the Adminiftration. A peace at that time was the gc- 
iNjtg|^with, and the noble Earl negociated and concluded one, which 
WaswOwever of fuch a nature, as to meet with confidcrable difap- 
probarion, and tlic confequence was, that he too was put from 
power, and an Adminiftration fuccecded which, he need hardly 
remind their Lordlhips, was called the Coalition. By them a bill 
was brought in for the diredlion and management of the affairs of 
the Eaft-India Company, which was by many thought a very ftrong 
nwafure at leaf!, and although it paffed the Houfe of Commons, 
was arrefted in its progrefs through tlieir Lordlhips* Houfe, and 
rteje&ed. The fall of diat Coalition from power was the necefifary 
cortfequcncc ; and an Adminiftration fucceeded., headed by a young 
man, whofe green youth was thought to be m ore than counterba¬ 
lanced by extraordinary genius, and whofe hereditary claims to the 
hopes and opinion of the Nation, tended even foil more than his 
brilliant talents to raife him to power. He, however, with all the 
weight of Royal patronage in his favour, foil felt that he held his 
power by only a precarious tenure, as the Parliament then in being 
feemed not indifpofed to mark his call to that power as unconfotu- 
tfonal. -fie therefore advifed the Sovereign to call a new Parliaf- 
fnent, and that Parliament, as well as the Lords, concurred in for¬ 
tifying him, and keeping him in office. Candour, his Grace faid, 
muft own, and he would always be forward to acknowledge, that 
to that right honourable gentleman’s plan for diminifhing the national 
debt, die nation was greatly indebted. ' It had refeued the kingdom 
firom calamities that feemed difficult to be avetted. Impartiality de¬ 
mandedTo much. Would to God, he exclai mpd, that I could go 

farther! But from that time down to die prefcntday, every fucceed- 
ing a& of that Minifter ‘filmed to be foil more ccnfurable than die 
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former, and more loudly to call upon Parliament to retort to thbfe 
meafures which had beim in fo many cafes applied with-falutaiy ef- 
fe<£l. In 1789, the French people, compelled by a fyftcift of 
Court dfijXTSVon, which the blindnefs of fuppofed fecurity, and tHfe 
sjnvefcnte obdinacy of habitual defpotifm, prevented the Court of 
v^rrfailles from removing, cfFeCtod a change in the Government of 
that country. Abufes became intolerable, and the people undertool; 
the talk of reforming for thcmfelves. A neceffity to be deplored ; 
for when the people reformed for themfelves, they reformed IriiCb- 
rably; and here he thought the inability of our Miniders became 
confpicuous. A combination was formed by the Powers of Europe,, 
who were fearful of the effe& which this revolution might prodyee 
in their own dominions. Under this was formed the treaty of Pil- 
nitz, a combination which no State had a right to formagainft art- 
other. Our Miniders fhould, in his opinion, have come forward 
to prevent that combination. This, his Grace confidered ar'a, 
glorious opportunity for the Court of Great Britain to have raifed 
rhe cnaraeter of this country among the nations of Europe, to have 
eftablifhed their own fame on a lading foundation, to have fecured 
this country from the miferics and defolationof war, and above all, 
to have ave-ted the fate which befell the unfortunate vidhms who 
afterwards fell in France, and prevented all the fubfequerit atroci¬ 
ties : unfortunately they afted a different part; the confequcncCs 
were too obvious to be difeufled; and although no official documents 
* were before the Houfc to ground a pofitivc aflertion, yet he believed 
it was not denied that they were found interfering with the French 
concerns at the treaty of Pilnitz. 

It happened that a gentleman who belonged to the party he ef- 
poufed (Mr. Burke), a man of the mod extenfive knowledge, and 
the brighted genius of modern times, had unfortunately, though he 
believed with the mod pure intentions, written a book againft the 
French revolution, fraught with knowledge both in men and books, 
which contained fome drong and undeniable truths, conveyed in the 
mod eloquent language that perfuadon could affume— but at the 
fame time inculcating principles and broaching do&rines, not only 
fubverfive of the true conditional rights of Englishmen, but dia¬ 
metrically contradi&ory to the Whig principles, which he, in com¬ 
mon with his party, profeffed—the principles of the revolution of 
1688. To this book, the effcCt of which on the minds of the 
greater part of Europe was beyond calculation, an anfwer was writ¬ 
ten by a Mr. Theses. Paine—a rpan who, although nearly as in¬ 
ferior in genius as in learning and knowledge, was yet podefied of 
confiderable ability, and particularly of a talent for that kind of writ* 
Vol. XL!. gO 
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ing calculated for the meridian of the intcile&s of the low^f clafs of 
people, to appeal to their prejudices, apd their feelings. Thofe 

tyro, books did infinite mifehief. Happy would it have been for 
mankind that they never had been written. The. ^pnfoquences 
were too well known. The agitation they produced ferved Mini* 
Hers as a pretext for doing that which they had, from the beginning,' 
intended to do; and on the final overthrow of the Monarch and 
Monarchy in France, Monf. Chauvclin, the French Minifter, was 
ordered to quit the kingdom. The Parliament was fummoned— 
the Tower was fortified—the^pilitia was drawn out, and the Par- 
iSamertt # i,partaking of the alarm thus railed, formally voted their 
approbyttion of the fteps taken by Miniftcrs. Among thofe who 
were influenced by this panic, were many rcfpc&able perfonages of 
the Whig party. They gave their fupport to Miniftcrs—gave it, 
convinced, from motives the moft pure, though, he thought, 
fKmiftakcn principles. Had they continued to give that fupport, 
^Without (haring in die offices of Government, they would not only 
4 have a&ed more- to their own honour, but more to the advantage 
amd credit of the caufe they efpuufed—but they had long given their 
Support, when it was fuggefted to them by Miniftcrs that they 
Ijkouidalfo (hare in the refponiibility, in confcqucnce of which they 
. liftened to overtures, and accepted offices, upon terms, which it 
Was afferted by the Miniftcrs, would contribute to the harmony of 
4 ic realm. Among thofe was the arrangement with refpedt to Ire¬ 
land, rcfpe&ing which he would endeavour fuccin&ly to ftatc to 
their Lordfhips what he thought and what he knew. He did not 
like to refer to documents that were got properly before their Lord* 
(hips in an authentic form; but they all knew that a confiderable 
jielay took place in arrangements. Whether, that arofc from the 
difficulty there was in receiving all the new adherents, or in keep¬ 
ing the old ones, he knew not, nor was it material, for the arrange¬ 
ments-were at laft fettled. It was then clearly underftood that all 
reftraints on the Catholics, that were not abfulutcly ncccflary for the 
of-the State, fhould be done away, For the laft forty years, 
&t.had been notorious that the Catholics of Ireland had been fuffer- 
r ing under the (hameful feverity of the moft unnccelTary, cruel, and 
oppreffive reftridlions which the darknefs of prejudice could affent 
to.. They were at the mprey of common informers ; and they had 
^nothing to refojt to for their common comfort and protection, but 
die connivance of Government. And while it had been thus the 
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,/vile policy of Miqiftsrs thus to be teaming and getting the Roman 
Cariiolics of that country with jadious diftinCfio^ gbout religion, and 
with political difqualifieatipns, they (hut up from them, in a great 
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mcafurc, the chance of conforming to the efiablHhed Church; for* 
it was a well-known foft, foat in the coinpafs of many mile*t!f 
that country, a church Was hot to be found, infoiAuch, that it^jra* 
commoiffee-cqe Clergyman to fay anothcr, “ You have got a good 
giving, for there is no church in your parifli.’* As to religious, dis¬ 
qualifications, he conceived that they could properly arife only frbm 
political neeeflity; when that neeeflity ceatcd, the difqualificatiori 
fhould end; and as the Popery laws arofe from fear of Popifh pre¬ 
tentions, which now exift no more, or at leaft are no longer’ dange¬ 
rous, it was unjuft, cruel, and inipblitic, to fetter a people merely 
for confcicntious fcruplcs of religion. This being the inSiation of 
Ireland, he could not poftibly fuppofe for a (ingle moni^l^diat the 
noble Earl (hould have gone there upon a million of fucK irtipott- 
ance, with any doubt as to what was intended to be done upon that. 
point. As to the removal of any particular perfons from inferior 
ftations, that he considered to be always a thing of courfe unde^itfg 
diferetion of fuperior perfonages. He had nothing to fay agahaft 
Mr. Beresford, or any other gentleman; he might be as gooda 
man as his fucccftbr, or his fuccefior as good as him; but furely 
that could be no ground for the recall of a Lord Lieutenant of the 
kingdom. The noble Duke Said, that in a change of Adminiftfa- 
tion he had himfelf been removed, but he thought nothing of it, be- 
caufe it was a general rule in all hew Adminiflrations. Under all 
thefe impreflions the noble Earl went to I reland j It was ncceltary 
that all parties (hould be cordially united in one general fentimenr; 
whether it was confidcrcd that they were to protcdl the iftand from 
invafion, or to deftroy domeftic difeord. When the noble Earl ar¬ 
rived in Ireland, Mr. Grattan, from well-underftood inftruftions, 
no doubt, flood forward, and dated that the Catholics were to toe 
relieved. From his jofll v- acquired fame, there was every reafoft, 
under all the circumft-inces, to apprehend that every thing under the 
new order of things was to be accomplifhed. That gentleman hail 
flood nobly forward on another occaiion as the champion of thelrifh 
caufe, and for his fucccfsful exertions, the Parliament of Ireland 
had voted him a remuneration larger than any that Parliament ever 
voted before to any individual, except to the Earl of Chatham. In 
this fituation did Mr. Grattan fland forward. Parliament heard the 
ridings with joy, and fo did thie Public.. They voted thanks to the 
Lord Lieutenant; they came fbrward with alacrity, and voted much 
larger fums of money for the public ferviee than ever tffey had ddne 
before. They counted to the moft lavifh taxation without a fttif- 
iriur. The Catmuics, brought to this pitch of expectation, found 
6 f a fuddeft die LordLieutenant recalled, and all their hopes vanifli. 

3 O a 
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The cup was fuddenly daihed from their lips, and the whole coun¬ 
try was thrown into confufion. Thus did Miniftcrs fear open 
wpunds which were beginning to bear the afpe<St of healing. And. 
here he earnefUy deprecated and cautioned Minifters to beware how 
they adopted any meafure that tended to riik the amit^Twhich fub- . 
lifted between the two kingdoms. Some perfons might, perhaps*'*' 
think, that the Ioffes we fuflained on account of America, or the 
lofs of America itfelf, was trifling; but he knew not of any one who 
would fay that the lofs of Ireland would not make a dreadful havock 
to Great Britain and to Ireland^ He thought that in this fltuatlon 
the time was come, when the inquifitorial power of Parliament over 
the condu&.of Minuter* ought to be exerted. He concluded with 
moving. 

That an humble Addrefs be prefented to His Mnjcfty, that he will be 
gracioufly pleated to direct that there be laid before this Houle, fuch part 
of the correfpondence between His Majefty’s Miniftcrs, and Earl Fitz- 
wiffiKm, htc Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, as relates to the motives, and 
grounds of his recal from the Government of the faid kingdom, during 
a fcffion of Parliament, in which the two Iioufes of Parliament had voted 
their confidence in him, and of their approbation of his conduit, and 
with a munificence unexampled, had granted fupplics for the general 
exigencies of the ftate. 

The Earl of COVENTRY faid, he refpelted the noble Earl 
whdfe recal was the fubjedt of difcuffion, as much as any of their 
Lord (hips could, but he could not affent to the prefent motion. 
He had underflood that a charge fliould always precede a defence. 
Hdhad heard noticing againfl the noble Earl, and therefore he thought 
It imneccflary to take this mcafurc. He apprehended that their 
Ldrdfhips ought not to interfere in this cafe, for it was a matter 
refling entirely on the prerogative bf the Crown. Suppofe His Ma- 
jefly were tb change his Miniflers to-morrow, would the noble Lord 
whb 'wilhed this buflnefs to be invefligated prbmotc a parliamentary 
inquiry ? The noble Earl went to the Government of Ireland with 
as ndr, honourable, and diflinguifhed a name as ever man poiTefled, 
and'hejthought he had returned unfullied; why then call for an in- 
qyffy that.would involve the difeuflion of Cabinet fecrets.? For 
thefe reafons he hoped their Lordfliips would diflent from this mo¬ 
tion.; As to the Breach the recall of Lord Ficzwilliam was faid to 
have made,’ he put it to their Lordfhips’ conflderation, whether,, if 
fucH a "breach was made, thc^motion of the noble Duke, and the 
difeuflierf in! that houfc, could tend tp heal it. Finally, he obfer- 
vcdi'that thcT»Htical hiftory of feven years paft, with which the 
noBlfcr'Dake had edififed and entertained the’ hoq^e, deferved their 
Lo 3 $hips!‘ gratitude. The excellence, and particularly the novelty 
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of the information it contained, defcrvcd the thanks of all. and fat 
one had his acknowledgements. « 

Earl FITfcWILLIAMrequefted die attention pf their Lord- 
(hips foyi very few moments. He had been appointed to the high 
jftation of Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, from which he had 1 been 
wddenly recalled; and notwithftanding what the noble Earl hid 
juft faid, that no blame attached to fucli retail, that might be his 
Lordfliip’s opinion; hut fads were ftubborn things, and fppke 
ftrongly. He flood charged, not by words but by fails. There wore 
no Cabinet fecrets, nor any fccretaJiT the cafe. . The fails wen ■ 
notorious to all the world; but the motive of recalling him, if this 
inquiry be not inftituted, would remain in darknefs. Blame, and 
great blame too, had been dirc&ly imputed to him from Various 
quarters ; and fuch was his fituation, that it was only their Lord* 
ihips to whom he could apply for relief. He called upon their 
Lordfhips, therefore, to proteft and vindicate an individual,.;!^ 
jtired and wounded in the tendereft part, his honour and reputa&eii 
He hoped and trufted that their Lordlhips would do him that juf* 
ticc which he required at their hands. He threw himfelf upon that 
lloufe for protection, and for that purpofe he begged leave to feoohd 
tlic motion made by the noble Duke. He pledged himftdf to pron 
that his conduct in office had not been merely pure and hdittiflg^ 
but that it iiad been metitorious. Ail he afked was, that the catffir 
of his removal fliould be laid before their Lordihips. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD faid, that the character of the 
noble Lord (Earl Fitzwilliam) ccrtaiply gave a great advantage tp. 
the prefent motion for inquiry. That character, he admitted, sl« 
ways to have been pure and unfullied, nor was it lefs fo in the pnen 
fent moment, than it had been during every period of his life. H* 
meant to oppofc the mofjjpn entirely upon general grounds. He 
not* confide r the character of the noble Earl as implicated in any 
change which called for inquiry. There were two pofitions, upon,' 
which the motion was grounded, which he wiflicd unequivocally to 
admit, firft, the rcfponfibility of Miniftcrs with refpe$ to Irifh 
fairs j and fccondly, the right of that Houfe to inftitute an "Inquiry 
in all cafes which called for their inveftigation. In the prefent cafe* 
he contended, that no inquiry was necelfary. It was the indis¬ 
putable prerogative of the Crown to remove Minifters from'their 
iituation, s To inquire in every inftance into the grounds of fuch 
removals, would be an interference on the part of that Houfe new* 
in point of practice, and .unauthorized by the principles of the Goh^; 
ftitution. But thenf was another more important reafon why th# 
prefent inquiry fbould not be inftituted, 4 namely, the neciffity of 
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fcerecy in the conduct of public bufinefs. He would ftatcfwo cafes', 
dne of a General, who fhould be faperfefled in the middle of a 
campaign, and the other of an Ambaflador recalled, pending a pc- - 
gociatioh. Thefe two were undoubtedly the ftrongsft cafes that 
could poflibly be imagined. But if the perfons thus difmifled, (liouldj 
atiert that they had been engaged in a train of mcafurcs highly fefi- 
neficial to. the Public, when they had thus been ftopt fhort in the 
middle of their career; if they fhould loudly demand an inquiry 
into their conduit, and for that purpofe move for all the papers re¬ 
lative to the plan of operations, or the progrefs of negreiation ; 
would thC Houfe comply with fuch requifitions ? And was the cor* 
Mpon&nCe relative to the affairs of Ireland lefs confequential, that 
It fhottid be expofed on the prefent occafion ? It was nec diary for 
the proper conduit of public bufinefs, and in order to keep up a right 
underftanding between the two countries, that the mod free and un- 
llteved cohununication of fentiment. fhould take place between 
M»lifter9 in this country, and thofe who had the dirclf ion of af¬ 
fairs in Ireland. But could this be the cafe if every communication 
from the Minifter to the fcrvsnts of the Public was liable to be 
brought forward, and made the fubjelt cf parliamentary difeuflion ? 
Jf fuch a.procedure was to be fanltioned, however the correfpon- 
4 fence might retain the name of fccrct and confidential, it would af- 
fume a degree of referve and caution. Minifters would recoiled 
that they were liable at a future period to be called to account for 
•very unguarded expreflion, and might fometimes be induced to 
fepprefs particulars, which, if communicated, would have been cf- 
jfential to the public fervicc. The noble Earl (Firz,william) had 
laid, that a charge had been brought againft his charadcr, and had 
jOiHed upon the Houfe for their protdlion. If fuch had been the 
fttfe, he would then have admitted that an inquiry was nccefiary, 
jfpr the purpofe of his exculpation. But he contended that the fad 
^ his Removal from office, hv no means implied any charge againft 
ms charader.. The power by which he had been removed was dif* 
$&tionary i and all that could be inferred was, that there exifted 
tweeft him and His Majcfty’s advifers in this'country, fuch a 
Wide difference of opinion, as rendered it impoffible that they fhould 
in eoK^hdion with refped to the affairs of Ireland. He there- 
fore HUcd upon the Houfe, however much they might be intcrcftcd 
by the appeal of the noble Earl, to confolt their rcafon, in the deci¬ 
sion of'thc prefent queftion, and to purfue the line of conduit which 
'-^^pi^hoble Earl himfitff would always adopt from conviltion,". in 
~ing the>public godd to the gratification elf their .own private 
s. Such were the general arguments in oppefition to the 


motion : $>ut it'might be (aid that the prefent difficult and emba*» 
raffing iituation of Ireland more particularly called upon the Houfe 
Jto yq imoan inquiry. What were the fads to which they were to 
rciorr fojLfhat purpofe ? It was ncccflary that it (hould be afcer- 
Itained that Ireland was really in a ftate of difcontent and inquietude* 
neither of which admitted of any proof that could be brought before 
die Houfe. A qucftion, though not in the precife terms, yet nearly 
of the fame tendency, as the prefent motion, had been already pro- 
pofed to the Irifh Parliament, and negatived by a large majority. 
To take up the difeuffion then in that Houfe, would be to interfere 
with the decifion of an independent legiflature, who were, compe¬ 
tent to determine upon the fubjeit, and could only have the ten¬ 
dency, as had been remarked by a noble Lord (Coventry) to increafe 
the fermentation, and inflame difcontent. In this punt of view 
he could not help confidering die motion as higlily dangerofts and 
mifehievous. Having, therefore, argued the queffion upon general* 
grounds, and ftriilly abftaincd from faying any thing that might ad- " 
mir of a perfonal application, he {hould conclude with giving his 
negative to the motion. 


The Earl of GUILFORD faid, that from the experience of, 
ten years, he had found Minifters were in every inftance determined ■ 
to refill examination, and obftruft inquiry. Notwithftanding* 
therefore, their boaft upon a former occafion, that whenever the 
fubjoll of Irilh affairs came to be difeufied, they would be bound 
to prove that no. part of the blame attached to them, he had then 
fuppofed that they would take feme means to evade an inquiry, and 
in the event he had not been difappointed. It was not indeed no-, 
ceif.iry to go into an inquiry to vindicate, the character of the noble 
Earl; that, as had been admitted, Hill remained pure and unfulltat; 
not from the circumftance that no attempts had been made to take it 
avPay, but becaufc the efforts of a few individuals had been found 
inefficient to prevail again!! the tcfiirnony of his whole life, and 
the general integrity of his conduit. But a queffion of much greater 
importance than the life or honour of an individual was now at if- 
fuc; the interefts of both countries called loudly for an inquiry, and 
were deeply involved in the decifion. The Houfe were bound, 
from motives of duty and.of honour, to go into the inquiry which 
was now demanded. - If it was found, that the mifehief hadnrifen 
from the preemption and contumacy of the Lord Lieutenant, it 
was fittingthatTie ffioattbUe punifhed ; and if, on the other hand, 
it had proceeded from the duplicity and treachery of His Majeftj^s 
Miniflers in this country, the infamy of their policy ought no longer 
to be concealed. The ncccffity of ftate fecrccy was urged in oppo- 
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fition to the ‘prefent motion for inquiry. But could they teach the 
people of Ireland any thing which they did'not at prefent know and 
feel? Were not they already in poffeffion of the feds whick wgnlu * 
form the bafts of difeuflirm r But- it had been faid that 4f%as the f 
prerogative of the Crown to difmifs all officers, and that It wasmej/’ 
part of the duty of that Houfc to inquire into the grounds of their 
removal. It was the prerogative of the Crown to declare war ; 

}t was the prerogative of the Crown to conclude treaties ; and was 
that any reifon why the Hcufc Should nut difeufs the juffice of the 
one and the policy of the other ? I11 the prefent inftancc a I^ord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland had been removed, in poffdfion of the altnoll una¬ 
nimous . approbation -and confidence of the people. Expectations 
which had been raifed in a very numerous body of the community, 
With pjfpe& to the adoption of certain meafuirs, had been grievoufly 
difappointed. 'Hie confcqucncc had been to produce in the people 
*0# 'Ireland difeontent and difiruft, if not alienation and defpair. 
Was it not fitting that the Houfe ftiould inquire who were the au¬ 
thors of this calamity ? Were they not bound bv the ftrongcfl tics of 
honour to avert from the country the reproach of fuch a conduct, 
and to prove to the people of Ireland, that only a few individuals., 
sfljd not the Englifh nation; were really their enemies r But he was 
told that an inquiry would be dangerous. Every inquiry, he ad- • 
mitted, was attended with fume, degree of danger ; but it was only 
Id thofc whofe ir,ifcondu£l had produced the neceffity of inveftigation. 
'Thofe only wefq endangered by inquiry, who had occafioncd dan¬ 
ger to the Public. He could hot conclude without taking notice of 
. feine letters that had been given to the Public by his two noble 


funds' (Fiftwilliam and Carlifle) and which there was.every.rcafon 
Ijkfiippofc authentic. In thefe letters the noble Earl (Fifcwiliiam) 
attributed the whole of the bufmefs to an intention of the Firft Lord 
Of the Treafury to degrade and annihilate the whig party ; fuch is 
4 ht fclwme wh«ch he fuppofes him to have pu. fued in the whole of 
his eon:la c \ wi.Ii rcfuect 10 Ireland ; anu of which his other friends 
ted become 10 egrergioufly the dupes. There is, however, no rcafon 
to fuppofe eitlrer tiiis fyftem of dupery on the part of Mini tiers, or of 
Ctdlibility on the part of his friends. AH that had happened had 
{bllotaed |n the unalterable order of things. CoiHd the noble Earl 
«xpe|p that the principles, which he, and thofe with whom he had 
had given up in this country-/ fhould.-fevb'^andjBouriflrin 
- Ireland? Could he expetfl that the fyftem, which liad been fo 
contended fur, and at lad abandoned in the. one country, (fiould 
Without oppoiiiion he adopted in another? When an O&avius had 
been fc..itd to ;kurt a Cicero,- might it not be fuppof&J that there 
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would not alfo be wanting an Anthony to countenance and a (lift in 
the facriftee ? the evil was now perceived too late. That whig 
partyyyhich had To long flood as a bulwark againff the corrupt in* 
!Rfe 9 $Vand unconftitutional attempts of Minifters, and which the 
noble Earl by his deferdon had contributed to deftroy, could not be 
built up again. What elfe could be cxpe&ed under the admirfiftra- 
tion of a man who had founded his maiden fame on the defertion of 
thofe very principles with which he had fet out in life? Lord Guil¬ 
ford concluded with giving his moll hearty affent to the motion for 
inquiry. 


Vifcount SYDNEY differed in opinion with Lord Guilford. 
Jn the courfe of his political life he had often feen Minifters dif- 
mifted, yet their difmif^had never been the fubjccl of any parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and the prerogative of the Crown had never been 
queftioned. To one very celebrated difmiffal he begged leave to al¬ 
lude in a more particular manner, the difmiffal of the late Earl of 
Chatham, then Mr. Pitt. In the Gazette it had been notified 


that Mr. Pitt had given up the feals by His Majcfty’s command. 
Here was an official ground of inquiry, and yet though parties ran 
high at that time, it did not occur to any one to afk His Majefty by 
whofe advice Mr. Pitt had been difmifled. He had remembered 


when a boy, a whole Adminiffration removed in a period of war 
and rebellion, and yet no perfon had fuggeffed the neceffity of call* 
ing upon the King to ffate his reafons for fuch removal. Into the 
prefent fituation of the kingdom it was not his intention to enter, but 
there could be no circumftances in which an inveftigation would be 
more improper than in the prefent; for what muff be the fubjedt of 
the difeuffion of the Houfc ? A fubje& now before the independent 
Lcgiflature of another country which had not pronounced any dec!- 
fion upon it. Where,, he begged leave to afk, had the noble Duke 
lqarnt to treat the clergy of Ireland in fuch a manner ? Their con¬ 
duct, he had every rcafon to believe, was far from meriting fuch a 
feverity of ariimadverfion. In concluffon, his Lordfhip faid, that 
he did not wonder at the wifh exprefled by Earl Fitzwilliam for an 
inquiry, but to thofe who did not feel tire fame prejudices, honour¬ 
able prejudices he would call them, as the noble Earl, it oould not 
but appear that an inquiry was unneceffary. 

The Duke oiSNOftFOLK faid, that he by no means meant to 
pads any cenfure ontadividuals; he only adverted to a notorious fa£t, 
the negle&*or puiffMtyty ipritane parts of Ireland ; of this he 
could bring many witneffes, andNf their evidence (hould not fatisfy: 
the noble Lord, he could adduce tho teffimony of his own experience* 
from a reffdence of two years in that country. 
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.T$te Duke of LEEDS (aid, ithat he agreed perfectly with the 
n$reXords who ftated that it was an undoubted prerogative of the 
Crown to appoint and difmifs its Miniftcrs and fervants, c^iveiy 
dofeription, even without affigning any caufe, but he could rp, 
mit the inference which was drawn from that fadt, viz. that any in- 
veftigation propofed by that Houfe, when it appeared to them to be 
neceffary, was an infringement upon that branch of the prerogative 
fo juftly ftated, and fo particularly contended for that day. On the 
recall efifa Lord Lieutenant of Iicland, as a mere matter of fed, it 
might be improper to go into any inquiry rcfpe&ing the caufes ; but 
wheh that fadt was attended by circum(lances of an extraordinary 
and unprecedented nature, which the difmilTion now in queftion no- 
toribufly and avowedly was, he thought itrhecame the dignity and 
' the wifdom of that Houfc to infliture an inquiry of the nature pro¬ 
pertied by the noble Duke. This was a duty which they owed both 
tb the character and fituation in which a Member of the Houfe was 


placed, and to the country at large. The peculiar and interring 
(late of Ireland at the time, and the fudden and extraordinary recall 
. ofg Governor who feemed to poifefc fo much of the confidence and 
efebein of the whole people and Parliament, were topics upon which 
the public mind was greatly agitated, and upon which they had a 
right to call for feme fatisfadlory explanation. For this reafon it wa9 
that he could not allow himfclf to give a filent vote; and as the noble 
Duke’s motion went only to papers which related immediately and 
fofety to the caufe of the recall, and not to any of the fccrets or of- 
fidial meafures which produced that caufe, he was fui'prifed that any 
dyedhons could be made to it. In his opinion, juftice to the cha- 
nfadcof a moft univcrfally refpefted individual, a wi(h to afeertain, 
if blame there was, where it ought to bo laid—and the fatisfa&ion 
that was due to the Houfe and the nation, all pointed out the pro¬ 
priety of-the motion; he would therefore give it his hearty aflent. . 

The Earl of CAERNARVON fpoke decidedly againft the mo¬ 
tion, as equally improper and unneccflary. He contended for that 
branch of the preroguive, by which the King may appoint and dil- 
mift his fervants without afligning a caufe, as eflentially neceffary 
to the welfare of die Conftitution; and that every attempt to in¬ 
fringe upon itgpught to be redded in the earlieft ftage. He denied 
that 'tngfr*lHgnfce or difrefpedt could attach to the r()blc Earl from 
his recall; on the contrary, there was no chajge whatever rtiade 
■ ilim, and therefore he was norc^ed jijfco foi'afty -defence. 
The-noble Earl had certainly gory? to Ireland with a moft fpodefe 
tjjpudon, and he had yet heard? nothing that tended to fully it by 
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his return ; he for thofe reafons mufl vote agairdt the noble Drikt’s 
motion. * ■* 

2 ajJ of MOIRA faid, he had come down to the Houfe that 
jll of the mod anxious curiofity, to know what turn the dif- 
cuffion would take, and what line of conduft Minifters would fol¬ 
low. It was his wifh to have heard MiniHcrs, when they had al¬ 
ready drifted all blame from themfelvcs, give fome fort of evidence 
or argument why it ought to be attached clfewhcre; that blame did 
exifi fomewhere the notorious fadt of the recall of the noble Earl 
fully demonftrated, and the Public had a right to be fatisfied on the 
fubjedt. The noble Earl had fairly, boldly, and honourably court¬ 
ed an invefiigarion into his condudt, and it equally became His 
Majefiv’s Cabinet MiniHers to be ready on their part to meet the 
noble Earl’s challenge, and put the Houfe in pofleflion of fuch in*-, 
formation as might enable them to form a right and true judgement 
upon the quefiion now fo notorioufly at iffue between them and the 
noble Earl. The union and harmony of Ireland, in its relative 
fituation with this country, was fo deferable an object, that as evdy 
thing which tended to promote that union and harmony ought .Highly 
to be encouraged, fo every thing which tended to interrupt it w^s 
mod dangerous in its confequenccs, and Hudioufly to be avoide$. 
He deprecated an idea, which had been repeatedly thrown out, that 
any invefiigntion of the nature propofed was a dirfcdV interference of 
this country with the Legiilaturc of Ireland: it was no fuch thing, 
but, on the contrary, it was a difeuflion which that country looked 
for, and had a right to expect, as one in which the dearefl rights of 
both kingdoms were involved, and which it was the duty of both fo 
fee fully and fairly invefligated. He agreed, as every body had 
done,' in the opinions Hated by different Lords refpe&ing the pre¬ 
rogative of the Crown; but, admitting the extent of that argument^ 
he Hill mull infill, that, in extraordinary cafes, and all fuch as the 
Houfe might deem fo, the prerogative of the Crown, and the man¬ 
ner in which it was excrcifcd, were fit matter for the cognizance of 
that Houfe: that fuch cognizance lhould be proceeded on only when 
didated by found diferetion, he was ready at all times to allow; 
but, if ever there was a cafe where found diferetion called for in- 
vefligation, and a recognition by Parliament of the cxercife of fuch 
prerogative, it wH. the particular cafe now before the Houfe; All 
the danger that had\cen dreaded by fome people, he confidered a& 
vvifionary -Gfid umotfitued v'AVhh. regard to what ha$j, been faid n> 
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fpe&ing the power of appointing w»d difmifling the fervants o[ 
Crown, he muft'anfwcr, that thisVvas no common difmiffai of a 
Secretary of State, or any ordinary Mra^Hcr of the Crown, neither 
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wefe its confequences fo trivial and unimportant. He tagged their 
Lordftups to confider the extremely critical fituation of Ireland at the 
time the noble Earl was appointed; the great fatisfadHow^t his, ^ 
intended mcafurcs had given to -tliat country, and the un^ 
fupport that he had experienced from the Parliament and the people, ( 
and then let them obferve the extraordinary and unprecedented cir- 
cumftance of the noble Earl’s being withdrawn from the government 
of that country' in the midft.of the mod important bufinefs that could 
occupy die attention of that kingdom, and while he had juft pro¬ 
pofol, and was carrying on mcafurcs fo truly honourable*to himfclf, 
aufpicious to the interefts and profperity of Ireland, and fo confor¬ 
mable to the wifhes of people of all deferiptions, both there and in 
this country. Under thofc circumftanccs could this be reckoned an 
ordiriary difmiflal; or rather were there not involved in it fuch fe- 
rious confequences as demanded every poftible inveftigation, and 
every explanation that could calm and fatisfy the public mind ? 
Much fhynefs was pretended in fome quarters, refpe&ing the deli¬ 
cacy of the fubjeft and the noble Earl’s feelings; but fuch obferva- 
ticra, in his mind, came with a very bad grace from Minifters. 
What delicacy could they pretend to, after the manner in which they 
had treated the noble Earl ? 1 he very circumftance of recalling him 
in the way they did, carried with it a degree of difgracc and fup- 
pofed criminality which no delicacy now, nor any thing but a fair 
inquiry, could poffibly do away. The noble Earl had come for- 
ward with thefadts, and was ready to defend himfelf in his place; 
let them ftand up likewife in their own defence, and prove to th# 
Houfe and to the country that blame was not imputable to them. 
The noble Earl had been accufcd of bringing forward a meafure 
improperly, called the Emancipation of the Roman Catholics; but 
whatever propriety there was in that meafure, and he believed it was 
uniyerfally admitted to he a wife and politic one, the noble Earl 
had a flirted, and was ready to prove, that it was not thecaufe of his 
difmiflal. All the other meafures of his Government, equally tend¬ 
ing ts they did to the fatisfa&ion, the tranquillity, and the profpe¬ 
rity of the country, he was ready to anfwer for. He had been join¬ 
ed, as foon asJhis*intended fyftcm of government was known, by 
that gresit man, the able and tried friend of his country, Mr. Grat- 
C£n,vWno had fupported his adminiftration not ir^he ordinary way 
Ripporting adminiftrations, by accepting o^laces of great rank 
emolument, but without afkirf* auy-WAmrTn“~bfficc, butj. 
ely becaufe the noble Earl’s ofRem of government in that country 
Sr the firft rime was dire<ftec]rto the great objeft the good of the 
people, and was gping on ha*.d in hand with their fafety, their prof- 
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perity, and every intcreft' conne£ed with their-rclative fituation with 
this counffy. On the Catholic queftion, and indeed on almoft 
CTerVjdffier that had been entered upon, full three, fourths of the 
couw jr^not only were with him, but had propofed and drongly fo- 
licited me meafures which he feemed^tcUned to follow, and the 
other fourth never thought of oppofinj^icm. If their Lordfhips 
would but think for a moment on the noble Earl’s fituation perfo- 
nally, if they recoiled!ed his own flake in that country, his great 
cflate, his high rank, and dill higher reputation, and the with he 
mud have felt to preferve unfull ied that character and eftimation in 
which he was fo juftly held by all his countrymen—could they for 
an inftant fuppofc that his conduct was di(Slated by motives of vanity 
or ambition r Certainly not. It mud be evident to all who were 
able to make fuch obfervation upon the fubjed, that it was not a 
defire of momentary popularity, but a convi&ion that he was adting 
for the fecurity of the country,, which induced him to follow thofe 
meafures which were bed calculated for that purpofe. One leading 
feature in his adminidration, was an early and uniform difpofition 
to correct, by every poflible means, thofe grofs abufes which vjjjpflp" 
known to have prevailed in former adminiftrations, which c6ald 
not be denied, and which had difgraced and degraded not only thofe 
who committed them, but the very name of the country in which 
they were differed to cxid. In this country, as in all governments* 
there might be fufpicions of corruption ; there all fufpicion was out 
of the queftion ; corruption was manifed, notorious, and not even 
attempted to Be concealed ; here, when it did cxid, much pains 
were taken to mafk it under fome difguife; there, corruption like * 
common proditute dalkcd about unveiled. 

Lord ROMNEY called the noble Earl to order j .he feared that 
fuch language might be received as an infult upon the legislature of 
another country. 

The noble Earthen proceeded—animated as he felt himfelf bf 
his fubjedl, and poffefling fuch complete knowledge of the fa£ls he 
had dated as he did, he perhaps might have been betrayed into a 
warmth of expredion that induced the noble Lord to call him to or¬ 
der, no doubt judly; he would therefore endeavour to keep clear of* 
the fame fault again, though he was perfuaded that the noble Earl’s 
fydem to which'&c had alluded, was one of the mod important, mod 
material, and moh falutary meafures of his adminidration. ,On 
this fubjeft of ih«*’V»}rrupttotv which had prevailed in Ireland, he 
was not merely giving his own opinion, it had long lince roufed the 
- general and glowing indignation ok\the whole country, being 3S no- 
totious as it was uncontradi&td. One gentleman’s name had been 





« 


?*l%SA*l£ NTARY 


A. 179J. 



Introduced into the debate (Mr. Beresford) for whom he entertained 
a very high refped, and did not wi(h to inlinuatc anything that 
Isould look like a ccnfure upon his conduit; but though htf this, 
Jie might fairly add, that he faw no impropriety in ids ren^/^^hoT 
charge of corruption, that he knew of, had ever been mane againlt' 
that gentleman'; yet theeWiras a degree of lufpicion attached to him 
that made his removal from office neeefiary. When noble Lords 
Hated, that the prcfcr.t Hate of that country Lore no fymptoms of dif- 
fatisfa&ion, he rather thought they averted too much ; otherwife he 
fhopld be glad to know how they could prove it. Did they fuppofc 
drat becaufe there were no riotous infurredlions in that country, that 
the people were fatisfled with the late trantaitions ? If they did, he 
would anfwer, that from t’hefilcnt difguft which prevailed in that 
Couptry, he dreaded more datiger and worfc confequenccs, than from 
infurreiUons, and confequenccs that tended more to interrupt that 
union and harmony fo effentially neccffary to the interefts of both 
countries. His Lordfhip adverted to the fears and alarms, in his 
opinion groundless, that had been entertained from the intrndu&ien 
Trench poifon, and French principles, which lad been made the 
& of all the diftrefles under which the country now' fuffered. From 
thefe he thought much lefs danger was to be apprehended, titan from 
Hie critical ftate of Ireland ; he would then afk, whether this danger 
did not proceed from the extraordinary and fudden recall of the late 
|Liord Lieutenant ? It certainly did. .The proceedings of different 
meetings,, and the addreffes from all parts of the country, even where 
the Proteftants had the afcendancy and influence, as well as from 
tfifferent corporations, cities, and counties—all fhewed their dtffa- 
tisfadlion and fears of dangerous confequences from this recall. 
There might be thofe who fo much defpifed all proceedings of thofc 
public meetings, that they would not allow that the fenfe of the 
country could be judged of from that criterion ; they might, how r 
$Vcr, be conftant attendants at court-levees, ai^ if they were, he 
Would refer them to St. James's, and there they would find that, 
{V>! $pnt€nt with conveying their fentiments on the grievances they 
Jttfrcred, through the medium of their reprefentatives in Parliament, 
they came forward from all parts of the country, with addreffes to 
the Thgpne. Was this a time to be carelefs about offending the 
peppkdjfthat country r—Was it a time to withhol^Vfrom them what 
they f^much wifhed, and what was fo efTentiajT to their happinefs 
feir fccurity—a time when theyftafi afl&yncd to this country a^ 
^ addition of ftrength, and ha/”granted, with unexampled mu- 
:ence and liberality, fuch literal fupplies ?—When, in return 
aptomifed boon, they hadgjven us. great additional and effectual 
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fupport, was it prudent fo (hew them how little they had to depend' 
on our —how much they had to dread from our indifcretioh 7; 

His Lq^piip addreffed himfelf to thofe who fpoke fo highly of the 
not^k^ri, and denied that any charge was made againft, or any 
.blame attached to him; and alked them if there was no difgrace^ 
no difhonour «n his recall under the circumftanccs, and at the time 
it took place ? “He confidered that way of fpeaking to be extremely 
fdtile; mere vain compliments thrown out as a fet-off againft feiious 
and fubftantial charges. That fuch charges had been made, he 
(laced with confidence, from printed papers which they had all fefcn, 
and the authenticity of which he had eveiy reafon to admit. “He 
pronounced a handfomc panegyric on the public and private charac¬ 
ter of the noble Earl, with whom he declared he had held no com* 
munication as to the part he had taken that night; and if MinHleni 
refilled all inquiiy, and refufed information on the queflion at ilfufe 
between them and the noble Earl, he mull attach to them all the 
bhmc with which they had hitherto wifhed to load the noble Lord.; 
and, what would fall ftill more heavily upon them, all the danger 
nub effeSls that were to be dreaded from their indiferetion. m 
concluded with giving liis fupport to the noble Duke’s motion. 

The Earl of WESTMORLAND denied that there was any 
corruption in the government of Ireland, or, if them were any,' 
he was allured the corruption was not greater there than here, Or in 
any tv her country. Referring then to the papers which had been 
publifhed, he begged leave to fay a few words upon them, fo far as 
they related to thofe gentlemen in office who had ferved under his 
adminillration. The noble Lord obferves, when fpeaking of Mr. 
Beresford, that “ he filled a fituation greater than that of the Lord 
Lieutenant; and he faw that if he had connected himfelf with him,* 
it would have been connecting himfelf with a petfon under univerfal 
hejvy fufpicions, and fulfilling his Government to all the oppro¬ 
brium and unpopularity attendant upon his mal- adminiftratioti. 
What was then to be his choice'—what the decition he had to form J 
/ fe could not hefitate a moment; he decided at once, not to cloud 
the dawn of his adminillration by leaving in fuch power and autho¬ 
rity fo much imputed malverfation.” What finntion it was Mr. 
Beresford filled fo much greater than that of the Lord Lieutenant, 
Lord Wcftmorlanu profefled he could not underftand. During his 
adminillration in thaE kingdom, he was not apprifed of any party * 
which Mr. Beresford ccild fo'po ^crfully controul, nor did he be-, " 
TTeve that either he himfelf or his fatoily had acquired fuch aflonifh- 
ing authority. If he held any infli cncc, it was the influence of 
an a&ive and able man, who was zealot in the fervice of his King, 
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ihd the prcfervation of the peace and tranquillity of his country. 
Yet this gentleman, £if faithful, fo vigilant, fo indefatigable in his 
JSrvic es, is accufcd of labouring under univerfal heavy f^cions, 
opprobrium, and unpopularity, attendant upon his mal-adm OST 
rion and his malverfation. Thefc were ferious words, arm ferious 
charges to be brought againft a man of an unblemished reputation, 
and who had conduced hhnfelf in his " high office” with fo much 
honour and fidelity. Bui how did the noble Lord obtain this infor¬ 
mation ? He landed only on the Sunday, and could not confcquently 
give an audience till the Monday, and yet, upon the Wednefday 
Allowing, he had acquired fuch a complete and thorough knowledge 
of Mr. Beresford’s unpopularity and malverfation, as to determine 
to difmifs him. Did he make his inquiry at the Cufiom Houfe ? 
or did he content himfclf with partial information, and exclufively 
receive this report of Mr. Bcrcsfbrd from his political enemies i 
Three days was a fliort time for fuch inveftigation, and yet, fhort 
as jj; was, the time the noble Lord employed was apparently ftill 
fhorter; for .when the Marquis of Waterford left Dublin on the 
^Yedacfday, there was no rumour whatever, nor the moft oblique 
ISggeffion that his brother was to be difeharged. How the noble 
Lord could juftify himfclf, would have been problematic, if the no¬ 
bble Lord had jiot proceeded to difclaim every idea of pcrfonal injury, 
and to ftate that he offered fufficient recompenfe by a pecuniary com- 
penfation.. What, is not an attack upon the character of a man 
an injury ? To fay he is under heavy fufpicions, to accufe him of 
mal-adminiftration, malverfation, and unpopularity, is this no in- 
jury, or can any pecuniary compcnfation alleviate fuch charges? 
Docs any perfon, who knows the honour of the gentleman and his 
family in queffion, fuppofc it can be done ? If his charadfer were, 
asitis reprefented, fo notorioufly bad, it would have been the duty 
of the noble Lord to have removed him without giving any compcqi- 
fation; and if on the other hand it he fo good as it really is, could 
<Jve noble Lord imagine that to deprive a man of his office and his 
<%nicy, to deprive him of ferving his King and country with the 
z&al he wifhes, and to deprive that King and country of fuch a ufe- 
ftil fervant, could be atoned for by any pecuniary compenfation ? 
Lord Weffmorland next adverted to a ftill ftranger difeovery, a 
difcovery which had not only efcapcd him, buthjs noble predcceflor 
phe Marquis (Townfhend). He allifded to vimt had been alledged 
againft Lord Fitzgibbon, and he pbfctvcd, that it was .not mer^ 
official language, but fuch as Mad appeared in every newfpaper. 
y«> who was it, heaiked, th^jf in 1782 defeated the propofitions? 
Who flood by England atjjkc time His Majefty’s Minifters were 
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almoftcjfally dcfcrted ? Who was it that had always manifeft$&*a 
rolicitudc for the unity of the Crown but Lord 'Fitzgibbon, 
that untight judge, and faithful Miniftcr ? As to what the noble 
Lord had dated about the provi lion for the Attorney General when 
he retired, Lord Wcftmorland begged leave to inform their Lord- 
fhips that he had himfelf previoufly made an exprefs ftipulation on 
the fame conditions. An opportunity offered for him to have a 
Chief Jufticcfhip when lie could not afford to part with him. He 
therefore fecured a reverfion for him, whenever he retired, of 2300I. 
per annum, and he coniidered himfelf bound to do it. . The next 
perfon he noticed was the King's Solicitor General, who had been 
the object of refentment to every faction ; though a gentleman of 
private estimation, and eminent in his public capacity. Whether 
any of thefe gentlemen aided from corruption or not, his Lordfhip 
. faid he (lioukl be proud to compare them in honour, ability, and 
public charadtcr, with any of thofc gentlemen the noble Lord had 
chofen to fuececd them. He now came to himfelf. The noble 
Lord had faid, that “ it was one of his objcdls, and that a principal 
one, to bring back confequence and dignity to Englifh government. 
This was a reflection, Lord Weftmorland faid, upon his govern¬ 
ment: lie hoped the noble Lord did not defign to convey fuch an 
infinuation, although it was liable to be fo con It rued. If the con- 

fcqucnee and dignity of Englifh government had been loft, how 
happened it that when he was there he had obtained fueh univerfal 
fupport ? How happened it that he had found a ftrong and leagued 
oppofition upon his arrival, which he turnco over to the noble Lord, 
weakened to a degree that prevented it from throwing any ferious 
•bftacles in the way of Government ; he next vindicated Mr. Ha¬ 
milton upon the fcore of Cervices, his affability of manners, his ad- 
drefs, difpatch, and fccrccy, and all the other qualities attached to 
his fftuation. How the noble Lord had learned the diftradted and 
difunited (fate of the country, was the next object of inquiry. Had 
he learned that too from convcrfation, for he was fure it could not 
be by any other means. He found the Parliament unanimous, no 
feditious meetings, no inflammatory harangues; the people loyal 
and induftrious, ‘an incrcafc of revenue, a flourifhing commerce, and 
a prevailing harmony throughout the Kingdom. If the countiy had 
been in that diftradted ftate in which it was reprefented, how came 
- thefe circumftances ? Or was it not deemed neceffary that this fpirit 
of difaffedtion fhould be checked by an army ? Yet the army was 
removed, and though the countiy wqs in this diftradted ftate, and 
the people fo difunited, we never heard of any of thofe fatal and 
alarming confequences which ufually attend a rebellion. Of the 
Vol. XLII. * 30 . 
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fopply which had been granted, the noble Lord had been pujricularly 
mindful; yet the fupply of the preceding year had been 
much, or, if not quite fo large, as much .as the country coyjfU’Tparc. 
Was it for a peculiar fet of gentlemen in office, or for the cmanci- 1 
pation of the Catholics that this extraordinary fjjpply was granted ? 
Every Proteftant gentleman In the country contributed an equal (hare, 
and they granted it not for any inrerefted purpofc, but bccaufc it was 
wanted ; and if 'three times as much more were wanted, it would 
be granted with the fame promptnefs and good will. — His Lordftiip 
was aware, indeed, that an attempt had been made to excite difaf- 
fe&ion by imaginary grievances; but it was merely an attempt, and 
it failed. Another argument the noble Earl had urged in fupportof 
his meafures was, that he had made the war more popular.—Who 
faid it had ever been unpopular in Ireland ? The opinion of its nc- 
ceffity was more ftrongly impreffid there than in this country, and 
lotne feafons were to be affigned why this (hould be the cafe. The 
Irilh were alarmed, like every other nation, at the cruel and rapa¬ 
cious exceflcs of the enemy: They fuffered no inconvenience from 
the war, but, on the contrary, a progreflive advantage ; for the ex¬ 
portation of their com and provilions was increafed ; and thereby, 
is their commerce was not impaired, -(for by the good care of the 
Lords of the Admiralty, not an enemy’s cruizer was to be fecn in 
tile Irifti Channel) they gained an increafe of revenue alfo. His 
Lordftiip proceeded to the next queftion, that of the Catholic eman¬ 
cipation, and how far Lord Fitzwilliam was authorifed to inculcate 
it. For his own part, Lord Weftmorland confefled he had always 
conlidered it as impolitic and inexpedient, nor could it have been 
brought forward in a ferious manner except by Government. It 


pad been a queffion the preceding fummer who was to rule as Lieu- 
fpnint; and that queftion evidently proved, that no fixed opinions 
bad been formed upon that fubjedt.—*The Catholics had received 
dbticeffions, for which they were very grateful; and except they 
were' u»ged by others, they would not have attempted to difturb the 
public tranquillity. Lord Weftmorland fuppofed that the noble 
Earl had hot been.kuthorifed to proceed in the queftion, becaufe he 
had acknowledged that he had been directed to keep it off. Rela¬ 
tive to his own opinion,' he obferved, the opinion of an individual 


Cabinet Minifter was no more than the opinion of any other indi¬ 
vidual! nor could it prevail any more tlian the opinion of a Score* * 
tary of State for the Foreign department could for a peace with the 
French Republic, without his/olleagues. ‘ How far he had endea¬ 
voured to keep the Queftion off was eafy to be feen, 'from that en- 
^raging language which had bceivalways given to the Catholics^. 
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.%r^re the diftinftions the noble Earl intended to abolifh ?—• 
Dio ht fver read the Aft of Settlement ? If he had, he would find, 
that any Prince in this country who acknowledges the fupremacy of 
the See of Rome does ipfo fa£fo immediately forfeit his inheritance 
of the Crown. Now, by the diftinftion of the Aft of Supremacy 
and Uniformity, fuch an emancipation as was propofed would be 
conftrueda reconciliation for holding communion with the .See of 
Rome. By the Articles of Union too, the King is bound to main* 
tain the Proteftant eftabli(lament, and this is not a time to trifle with 
die civil or ccclcfiaftical eftablifliments of our anceftors. Let us re¬ 
member the coronation oath, to preferve the true profeflion of the 
gofpcl, the Proteftant reformed religion, and the rights and privi¬ 
leges of the Bifhops, and then afk, whether it would be wife, pru¬ 
dent, or fafe in the King to forfwcar himfelf, and fo violate the aftfe 
he ought to fanftion. James II. adopted a fimilar policy to that 
which was lately propofed, and we then witnefled the confequences. 
Why may. not fimilar caufcs produce fimilar cflefts ? Confider to 
What a dilemma the King* is put; he muft cither refufe the wifhea 
of a great part of his people, or fubjeft the Aft of Settlement to 
ftrange interpretations. Profcription and perfccution have beeti 
complained of among the Catholics fincc 1793. Is this true ? Are 
they not received with equal favour as the Protcftants, and do they 
not enjoy the fame impartial jufticc and mercy ? In regard to their 
hopes and expectations, corollary evidence will be fufHcicnt to proye 
that no meafures were offered to indulge them. In fuch a cafe no 
Minifter could have been fo indifcrcet as to direft a Lord Lieutenant, 
as I was direfted, to ftate, that the Government which would fuc- 
Cccd me would be a continuance of the King’s Adminiftration, 
whereby all jealoufies and diftinftions were difclaiined, and parties 
‘put out of the queftion. Could any thing be more fair or honoiir- 
' able, or could arty thing elfe be expefted of Mr. Pitt ? After fome 
compliments to the uprightnefs, abilities, firmnefs, and good con- 
duft of Mr. Pitt, who never delivered any of his coadjutors to dif- 
miffal, negleft, and difgrace, his Lordfhip affirmed, that a gentle¬ 
man had allured him a conciliation with the Catholics would take 
place, which he afterwards repeated, when Mr. Pitt faid, he was 
miftaken, and informed him upon what conditions the noble Earl 
was gone; for His Majefty’s Minifters concurred with him in the 
idea that fuch a conciliation would be fatal to the honour of the King, 
and perhaps tend to produce a fepartvtion of the countries. • So far 
Lord Weftmorland faid he was inftnimcntal in the tranfaftion, and 
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Thc Marquis TOWNSHEND rofc, he faid, in 
of the call made by the noble,Earl, who (poke lad: he couiJj3ff(y” r 
fay of Mr. Bcrcsford, that when he was in Ireland, an<fat that 
time he was not connected with the gentleman, he knew of no man 
more zealous, a&ivc, and earned in the fcrvicc of Government, 
nor of one who was more difmtcreftcd, for he had looked always 
with a fteady eye to the promotion of the revenue, and had no greater 
attention to his own intcrdls and thofc of liis family, than was 
paid by every man who entered into the fcrvicc of the Crown in 
both countries. 

The Earl of MOIRA replied to the nnfwcr which had been 
made to his obfervation on the general corruption of the Irifh Ad- 
minidration. Surely, though the noble Earl had been Lord Lieu¬ 
tenant of that kingdom, and had received the fnhuy annexed to the 
office, it could not occur to him that he was implicated in the detail 
of the corruption of the country. 

. Earl FITZWILLIAM faid, that if he had before conceived 

,, ■ * 

that the Catholic qucllion was not the genuine caufc of his recall, he 
was now convinced of the fa£h The noble Earl had returned 
from Ireland, according to his own account, only with the intention 
to govern it more fccurely. lie had declared that he had, even be¬ 
fore his return, Mr. Pitt’s promife that his friends fhould not be re¬ 
moved from their fituations, and he had no fooncr fet his foot in 
England, than he had procured thefe promifes to be renewed, and 
had taken care to embarrafs the new arrangement of the Admini- 
ftration. To this, in fo many words, did his own account of his 
conference with Miniders tend. And it certainly was mod per¬ 
fectly true> that the uqblc Earl had taken all the mcafures in his 
power to embarrafs the future Adminidration in Ireland ; for whqt 
Other purpofa could the granting a reverfion for two lives of a place 
j*f 2300I. a year to Lord Fit7gibbon ferve? He had not been two 
%ys i^ Ireland before he difeovered what the noble Earl now owned 
fo be the cafe, before he was convinced of his intention to embarrafs 
the Kings Government, and that a very perfect fydem had been 
formed with th<f Miniders at home for accomplifhing that end. 
Thatwhich he had fenfibly felt in Ireland, was now avowed in. 
.j^Lrgland, and it feemed there was no hefitation in acknowledging 
..ffic courfc which had been previoufly arranged. Now, .however, 
that he was returned from Ireland, with the favour of the people of*" 
that country, he fhoilld not follow the example that had been fet 
him, he. fhould not be a factious interfercr in the fydem of his fuc- 
ceflor. He fhould not intrigue either publicly or privately; all that 
he fhould do was what he felt to be Sis duty to perform—to fupport 
3 
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the chanvSfSr of thofe honourable men with whom he had been mod 
' iinniCuiutcly connected in Ireland: He (hould pay no regard to all. 
\ the loofefcnd vague infmuations thrown out againft himfelf,' fome 
L _jif them borrowed from his own words, and fome of them taken 
from the words of others, but artfully jumbled together to make 
them appear all his own. , But for the character of the honourable 
men with whom he was connected, he was bound to (land up, and 
he declared that men of more pure honour, difinterefted fpirit, and 
zealous patriotifm, there did not cxift in either country.. They had 
conciliated the affections of the Irifli people to the Crown—they had 
rcliored harmony to the kingdom—they had reconciled all'the jar¬ 
ring difeords, and from the North to the South, from the Eaft to 
the Weft, had brought the whole people of Ireland to be an undi- 
\ ided family of brothers, and had animated this large body with a 
fpirit of loyalty to their King, and of affection to the fiftcr kingdom,, 
from which had followed exertions for the common caufc unprece¬ 
dented in the hi (lory of the nation. To the efforts of thofe great 
and gucKTfflen he owed all the popularity which he enjoyed in the. 
country; and not only he, but Ireland itfelf, was equally fenlible 
of their virtues ; for in the many addreffes from every diftriCt and 
community of men in the kingdom with which he had been honoured 
and which he could fhcw'thcir Lordfhips if it were thought ncceffary 
to prove a fact which no nun, he believed, would difputc, he was 
thanked for two things; for calling to his Council^, an 4 adting by 
the advice of men, whofe virtues were fo univerfally known and felt, 
and for the fyftcm v.hich he had adopted. A man more univerfally 
beloved, and more dcfcrvcdly fo than Mr. Grattan, there did not 
cxilt in Ireland ; and it was the peculiar fortune of that gcntleinan 
that his unalterable attachment to Englifh connection, his unremit- 
/ting purfuit of the happinefs of Ireland, his difinterefted zeal in the 
r fcrvice of his native land, which he ever combined with ardent 
loyalty to the Sovereign, were exalted and made more confpicuoufly 
ufeful, by the unrivaled talents of his mind. This honourable 
gentleman’s fcrviccs, the noble Earl himfelf mult acknowledge, 
when, at a very arduous moment, he came forward to the fupport 
of Government, and, at the commencement of the prefent war, by 
his grand and animating eloquence, had brought over the people to 
the approbation of it; and certainly the war was not popular in the 
kingdom until he had made it fo, whatever the noble Earl thought 
on the fubjeft. The people did not fee in it the light of a common 
caufe, until infpired by him, and until he taught them tp feel that 
their true and bed intcrcfts would always be to ftand at. fall by Great 
Britain. Such was his patriotic argument, fuch was his fuoceCsful. 
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eloquence!—«“ and for having connected myfelf,” faid I^&rd Fitz- - 
William,with this gentleman, was I difmifled; (or it was obvi- 
oufly on that account chiefly that I incured the hoftility c ft the En> * 
glifh Miniftcr.” 

Another honourable friend (Mr. Ponfonby) had certainly more 
weight and influence than any other gentleman of family, or per¬ 
haps. than all the other families put together, and his fcrviccs to 
Government were truly advantageous. He had been in office ; he 
had been difmifled from office before now ; but he had not come 
fa&ioufly over to England to complain of fuch difmiflion, and to 
intrigue againft the cxifling Government, on account of his having 
loft a place. He did not prefume to think that there was any injury 
in a public fervant of the Crdwn being fent back to the mafs of the 
fociety from which he had been drawn : he did not think that he 
heldthat office in fee, and that it was an abfolatc inheritance from 
which he could not be driven. Thcfe were the new notions which 
were referved for the prefent day, and upon which he had been made 
the vuStim of Cabinet intrigue. Since the coalition in July laft, 
many inftances of difmiflion had taken place, though his conduct 
alone in difmifltng perfons in whom he had not confidence had been 
arraigned. He had incurred much obloquy on this ground. The 
dHmiflal from office on account of it, with the lofs of its authority 
and patronage, he perfectly knew how to dofpife, but he was fenfible 
to the attack upon his character. A noble Earl, his friend, (Lord 
Carfifle) who did not approve of his conduct in this rcfpeCt, but 
whofe friendfhip he was fure he pofiefied, had kindly made known 
to hhn all foe calumnies which were fpr^ad here againft his character, 
and made him feel foe ncceflity of refuting the infinuations which 
were fo induftrioufly fpread againft him. And yet were there not> 
many inftances of alteration in office taking place without any in¬ 
quiry ? Had not Admiral Gardner been removed from the Admi¬ 
ralty Board, Admiral Affleck, and Lord Hood ? And was it not 
evident that Minifters muft have the power of nominating friends in 
Whom they had intimate pcrfonal confidence to the fituations under 
them ? Without fuch arrangements, bufinefs could not be tranfadt- 
ed. When a man undertakes an office, for the duties of which he 
Is refponfible, it is obvious that his eiforts muft be feconded by men 
Who. poflefs his foil efteem. Such, faid the noble Earl, was my 
fading with refpeCt to Mr. Ponfonby. He is the man, of all Ire¬ 
land, who has done foe moft to keep up the connection between 
.foot country and England. Hi$ whole life has been honourably de- 
'Vbted fo thit ffcrVice ; and therefore his claims on any Adminiftra- 
defirous of preferring foe unity of foe Empire, weretrrefiftible. 
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And it w/s' not his own merits alone that he had to plead: his fa¬ 
ther? his grandfather, and indeed all his anccdors, had performed 
fuch eminent ferviccs to the Crown, as gave him a diftinguifhed 
claim to Royal favour. We were not yet fo perfe&ly Jacobinical, 
nor were the French do&rincs yet fo edablifhed, as to refufe to any 
man the claims of ancedry. The father of Mr. Ponfunby had par¬ 
ticularly didinguifhed himfclf by difinterededntfs, as well as by ac¬ 
tive fcrvice ; for when he found reafon to relinquifh the Speaker’s 
chair, and to refign his other places, he retired with no penfion, 
place, nor reverfion for himfelf, his wife, his fons, and his relations; 
he retired to his own limited patrimony, to enjoy the confcioufnefs 
of reditude with the bltflings of his country. Another branch of 
the fame family, he was accufcd of having an intention to bring 
forward, Mr. George Ponfonby. A man more eminent in hispro- 
feflion was not to be found. He had been fent for to England to 
confult with Minilteis on the arrangements to be made, and it was 
fully and perfectly underftood, that his great and ufeful talents were 
to be employed. With refped to the material queftion in this dif- 
cuilion, it had been dated by the noble Earl, that as far as he could 
prefume to know, I was bound to carry on the fydem which had 
been aded upon with theVadidancc of the old fiiends of the Admiiu- 
dration, and that they were not to be difmiffed.—•“ To this I an- 
fwer,” faid Lord F. “ tint the dired reverfe was the fad. I'went 
out exprefsly authqrifcd to complete the meafure of 1793 ; that mea- 
fure originated in England, and when the coalition took place in 
July lad, every Catholic body in Ireland naturally looked to the 
completion of a fydem by the men who had begun jt, which would 
accomplidi what they called their emancipation.—Surely a noble 
Duke who made an efiential figure in that coalition, could not en¬ 
tertain the idea of carrying on the affairs of Ireland on the fydem ’ 
which had formerly prevailed ; and whatever the noble Earl (Weft- 
morland) might think of the merits of his adminidration, it was npt 
regarded as one worthy of approbation, or fit to be perfevered in 
by that noble Duke or his friends. The prefumption, therefore, 
is, that the old fydem was not to be purfued; and fuch alfo Was 
the fad. But, fays the noble Earl, has the King power to grant 
emancipation to the Catholics ? Did he not give his royal adenf 
to the ad of 1793, which redored them to their rights ? Arid 
could it at this day be a quedion, whether the difeipline of the 
Church, Tranfubdantiation, the form of kneeling or fitting, or 
Handing to take the Lord’s Supper, could endanger the fafety of the 
State ?—No!—No!—thefe alarms Were gone by, and now it was 
felt that there could be no danger to the State but from political doc* 
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trines. Tu fa<ft, the religious tefts in former days wfc*c only re- 
' quired as. evidences of political creeds ; and now that the ocuafion * 
which gave them birth was paft, they ought to difappea*, together . 
■ with all the injurious diftinftions and petty animofities which they 
had engendered, in order to make room tor the fair diflribution and 
tranquil enjoyment of equal rights. When I undertook the arduous 
ftation of Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, let it be remembered that it 
was in die hour of danger. The common enemy, with an adliviiy 
which had furpafled the comihon march of war, had added provin¬ 
ces after provinces to their dominion. I had fcarcely fet my foot 
on the Irifli (hore, when, not a province only, but a whole date, 
the moft important (late in Europe as an ally of England, had been 
added to the empire of thccncmy ; nor even was this all. I had 
fcarcely fet my foot on the Kaftern coaft of Ireland, when the news 
wasibrought me that the Wcftcrn coafl of the kingdom was threat¬ 
ened, by 36 line of battle flops of the enemy, and that the whole 


kingdom lay at their mere)' if they cbofe to make a defeenr. This 
lbite of peril did not lafl only for a day, or for a week-^treontihued 
for.a whole month, prefenting to Ireland, and to all the world, 
the Frerich the undifputcd mailers of the fca, even fo recently after 
the glorious viftorv of the ill of June. ,Wh was the ftatc of Ire¬ 
land on my arrival, when I applied to thcjfirft men in the kingdom, 
through them to aroufe the whole energy i of the nation, to infpire 
them with one common fentimenr of love to their King, and to 
unite them in one firm resolution of defending their country.—If, 
in fuch a. moment, my hands had been tied, and that I could not 
call forth the befl abilities of the nation, in order to aroufe and in- 
. corporate the whole, could I have hoped for fucccfs; and, with com¬ 
mon diferetion for my guide,’ is it likely that I would have attempted 
it ? I had the power— I exerted it—and I have the thanks of every 
part of the kingdom. Go to St. James’s, and you will find that I \ 
brought with me the regret of the people of Ireland. But I am rc- ' 
called*; and I am told that 11b blame is thrown upon me. They 
■' &y that there may be no blame on the one fide, and no error on the 
otner, yet you aU know what infidibus puns have been ufed to fiig- 
matize m^,chara&er. t It is to difeover the truth that I fupport the 
v,motional the noble Duke. It will bring the whole matter before 
"ybur Lordfliips, and enable you to decide fairly between us. I afk 
fbr jjo more than your impartial dccifion.” ^ 

^.wLord GRENVILLE faid, that much had been faid in the courfe 

E the detgate to which, for obvious reafons, he ihould decline mak- 
: any rgf>Jy. It was the ufldoubted prerogative of the Grown to 
j^fifmifs Mirtiiicrs, whatever might be their charattcr, and however 
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high their fttustion, without ,publickly afligning the reafons. There, 
might bu&ifes in which their Lord (hips would think it their duty 
to call for the confidential communications between differerl$branch£i 
of adminiftration; but fuch cafes rarely occurred ; and when they did 
occur, their Lordlhips would difcufs the.bufincfs with the whole of 
• the information before them. It was not for MSnifters, before the 
information was called for by the Houfc, to difclofe what, by their 
duty and by their oaths, they were bound to keep fecrct. By. this 
rule he (hould be guided, notwithftanding any inducement to the 
contrary; notwithftanding the ftrong inducement held out by a no¬ 
ble Duke (Leeds), that the refufal of Minifters to go into the in~ 
quirymuft be followed by the conclufion that.they were to blame. - 
When the noble Duke was a member of the'Cabinet he did not ft* 
conduit himfclf. He then felt the propriety of fuftering chargesip; 
pafs unanfwercd, when he knew that a (ingle word, but that 
of a nature not fit to be difclofed, would have cleared him. 
own part, he had often done this ; and he did not believe thijpEhe 
inference of guilt was always to be made from filencc; and tk^tt if 
a Miniftcr r J*fufecL^o give all the information required to anfwer a; 
particular accufationj and his accufer (hould fay, Hubea 
reum ; it would be confidarcd as a ferious argument by any man ac-. 
quainted with public bufmVs. The moft material part of the<mef- 
lion before their Lordfhipsjwas the fitnefs of going into the difemftott ; 
di all, and before deciding upon that, they were called upon tp di£- ■" 
cufs it upon furmifes. He would therefore difmifs from his cotlft- 
deration all verbal declarations, all pamphlets and publications of 
letters,, authenticated or unauthcnticatcd, and reftriift himfclf to what 
he conceived to be the only ground upon winch the decifion of the*. 
Houfc ought to turn. Witli refpedf to the insinuation that the blame ' ■ 
might be imputable to his noble friend (Duke of Portland), ia whofe 
department was the correfpondence with Ireland, he would fay, in 
tjfe firft place, that no blame was imputable to any of His Majefty’s-' 
^Minifters; and, in the next,, that blame, if any there Were, watf’ 
not more imputable to his noble friend than to any other confidenltiik 
fervant of the Crown ; for there was, cor.fttutionaliy, no fuch thing 
as government by departments, every Member of the Cabinet being 
equally refponfible for every mealure of the Cabinet. T*he terms 
upon which men who had before differed in political opinion 
agreed to a& together, were fuch as the fituation of the country ren*^ 
dered honourable; and although the fucccfs of that junction had not 1 
been entirely anfwcrablc to his withes, it was great confolatkm to 
him that it had been fo great as the .country, much t$ ij^J^nefit, 
had a&ually experienced, independent of the fatisfadlion he felt from 
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(he opportunity of acquaintance with the chara&er and virtues of 
men whom otherwife he (hould not have had means of knowing fo 
well. He had looked anxioufly for the proper grounds* hf fuch a 
motion in "the fpeech of the ndble Mover, and found only a hiftory 
of what the noble Duke conceived to be the conduct of Adminiftra- 
tion fince the American war. Did the (ituation of a Lord Lieute¬ 
nant of Ireland differ in any refpe< 5 t from that of any other Minifter 
of the Crown, who might be removed at plcafure ? His embarrafT- 
Xncnt proceeded only from not knowing what it was he had to com¬ 
bat. If the noble Lord (Fitzv. illiam) complained of his recal from 
the Lord Lieutenancy of Ireland, he would anfwer by reminding 
the noble Lord of the fervants of the Crown he had himfclf removed 
from office. Were Miniftcrial places held for life, or during good 
bfchaviour ? He had been thirteen years in Parliament, and feen 
thtr removal of eight Lord Lieutenants without a tingle complaint to 
PSfcwsmcnt upon the fubjeft. It was faid to be extraordinary that a 
Lotjf^Lfeutenant fhoukl be removed during a feflion of Parliament, 
ait<f jjp( t three or four of thofe he had mentioned had been fo removed* 
This had been the praflice amid all the parties and factions by which 
^16 country had been agitated ; and to adopt a-new fcntfffe would 
btf not to fupport, but to change the Conftitiiiion. Nothing could 
be more dangerous than fuch a change; frr it war. not pufhing the 
principle too far to fay that if either Houfe of Parliament were to 
inquire into the caufcs of difmifiing Minvters, the next ftep mud 
be inquiring whether or not their fucecfi? rs were well chofen, and 
advifing as to their appointment. They, would Jhen eftablifh a 
Committee of Public 1 Safety, or fomething worfe. Their Lord- 
fhips were not fitting in a conftitucnt aifembly to new model the form 
■ of Government.' He admitted that Miniftcrs were refponfible for 
the advice they gave to the Crown, but before they were called to 
fccount,*’ fubftantive ground muft be laid tor a charge againft them. 
The Houfe, it was fatd, muft proceed with difcrction; but to ca^ 

‘ for the correfpondcncc firft, and then afterwards confider what uft 
’ they^,would make of it,’was nut to proceed with diferetion. He 
enlarged on the danger of difeuffing the Catholic queftion in that 
* Houfe, upon which tire independent Lcgiilaturc of Ireland might 
. already have come to a dccifion. On whatever fide that dcciiion 
. might be, what would be the confequence, if their ‘J-ordfhips’ deci¬ 
sion fhdtfld happen to be different ? Was. it fit to hold out to the 
people diT Ireland, “ Your own Parliament arc oppreffors and tafk- 
maftq^; tq the Parliament of England you muft look for xedrefs f" 
\^«rc has condudi as a Member of the Cabinet to be judged, he 
being judged, not upon letters and furmifes, but upon 
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the whole of the correspondence; and it was for their- LordShipsto 
fly, whether or not they woald call for that correfpondttiee undet 
the circujn(fences and at the hazard he had dated. 

The Duke of LEEDS faid, their LordShips would recoiled* that 
' when he had the honour of being a Member of the Cabinet, he had 
fometimes fubmitred to the charge of ful'en filencc rather than defend 
himfclf by difclofing what was not fit to be diSblofcd. The motion 
how before their Lord (hips, might, fo far as refpc&ed any difclofurb? 
in his opinion, be complied with without any indiferction. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he had not questioned the pre*; 
rogative of the Crown to remove Ministers a plcafure; nor did he?- ' 
niean to enter into the merits or demerits of the perforts whom, that 7 
noble Ear! had thought it necefiary to remove in Ireland. 
tended that a large fupplv had been obtained from the people 
land by deception, and rhe objedt of his motion was to a&gjpUl 
with whom the deception lay. ♦ 

The Earl of LAU DERDAI.E exprfcSTed his furprife at the op*, 
pofition to a-.rfnquin', which the character of his noble friend (Earlr 
Fitzwilliam)* the clN«?6ter of Administration, and the public ifa* 
tereft, equally demanded^ The Public had an intereft in the cha¬ 
racters of fuch men as hi j noble friend, which they Should ndt fuflfef- 
to be muttered away. Blit when he heard the predecCflbr erf W> 5 
noble friend Ireland (Ehrl of Westmorland) throwing out accu* 
fations againft hiaw he^inolight the inquiry could not be refufed.. 
That rtoble Lord was not quite fo fccret with refpc<$Vto IriSh affairs, 
as the Secretary of State. He told their LordShipWUiat a bargain 
had been made for Lord Fitzgibbon, and that Mr.fr itt told him 
that rto bargain had been made for Mr. Eercsford, or any of the reft* 
Here then was high authority; for that part of the aecufation againft;. 
lys noble friend, of removing perfons whom he had agreed not to ro > 
move, was unfounded, untefs their LordShips, from their know**- 
•'ledge of Mr. Pitt, Should be opinion that what he faid ought to 
go for nothing. The noble Lord (Westmorland) denied the cor* 
truption of the government of Ireland, and claimed the merit of 
giving away a reverfion of 2300I. in purfuance of that very fyftem- 
Which he faid did not exift. The noble Lord was equally' inconfift- 
ent, when he argued, that thedifmiffalof certain perfons from oSficd 4 
in Ireland, was a difgtacc for which there could be no adequate 
compenfaiion, but that the removal of the Lord Lieutenant aftbrderi 
Jno reafonable ground of complidnt.. Thofc who knew the chafc&er 
,of Earl Fitzwilliam, the integrity and candour of hillift, and did 
proofs he had given of the Sincerity of h» jun&ion with AdMiniftta- 
tion, could entertain no doubt of his earneft wiSh to co-operate hf 
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every means confident with his honour, in fupport of that fyftem 
which his opinion of the intcrcft of his country had induced him to 
adopt. The nohlc Lord (Wcftmorland) afked, if any. man woufd 
fay that Mr. Pitt was capable of abandoning thofc by whom he had 
been fupported r He was the man who would fay fo. Was there 
now in the Cabinet an independent man, of thofe by whom Mr. Pitt 
had been originally fupported r Had he not abandoned and got rid 
of them one after another, on different pretexts, till lie had got coad¬ 
jutors of his own nearing, or entirely to his own liking ? Had he 
fhbwn himfclf more ffeady to principles than he had been to perfons ? 
One of his carlieft principles had been to reprobate eoalitions. In 
a fpeech upon that fubjett he afked, “ If it could be fuppofed that 
%e would change his. principles as> eafily as he would change his 
gfopyesr” And yet any lady would have ruined her pin-money, 
4 $tifely-%y changing her gloves as often as Mr. Pitt had fince changed 
hiii^PiiEjples. He inffanced a variety of thefe changes, from which 
he inferred, that if Mr. Pitt was for the Catholic emancipation'when 
Earl Fitzwilliam went to Ireland, it was natural to expert that he 
Wduld change his opinion, bceaufe to be true t©^iiy"political princi¬ 
ple would be ineonfiftent with the uniform 1 'tenor of his condudl. 
As- -their Lordfhips were denied proofs, rifey muff, from the cha¬ 
racters of the two men, prefumc that th» departure from .previous 
^ag reeme nt lay with Mr. Pitt, not with E rl Fkzwilliam- He ad¬ 
verted to Lord Carlifle’s letter to Earl Ficwwilliam, written, hefaid, 
* 4 tt'afpifit of friendfhip, which he did n^^Tci 1 *tnderffarid. He 
would be flow 4 | fufpedt a friend of mifqonduft j but if compelled 
to do it, he wdBw frankly tell him fo. The ffyle of the letter, on 
the contrary, «ras that of declaiming the intention of imputing 
blame, but pcnpicuoufly conveying it in almoft every fcntence, and 
*g£ntly infinuating*guik upon every head. The noble Lord (Gariifle) 
Wondered that Iris noble friend (hould think that his recall hnplie® 
any charge againft his conduct, and yet die noble Lord hitnfelf had 
confident recall from the fame fituar : ,;n.by a Miniffry to which he 
was noffHe (Marquis of Rockingliam's), alrhough he had actually 
‘font over a letter of xcfignatkm previous to receiving the letters of 
itecaU, ^ran injury unprecedented, and declared that he would not. 
tfemaumicate upon the affairs of Ireland with that Miniffiy. The 
¥sfti%-Lord ? s ( eondudl reminded him of an anecdote of the late Mr. 
Lffo who being prellcd by a friend to go to the Opera to fee a cele- 
French dancer,' and being afked his opinion,, unwilling to 
difpleafc, returned for anfwer, “ that all the performers had done 
very well"—-So fince the Miniffry had changed the noble Lord's 
Ribband, foam green to blue, Whatever political ballet, they migh; get 
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up, they might be fure of die noble Lord’s approbation of all the 
performers, and that he would not riik difpjcafing any, .by faying, 
that one performed better than another. Their Lord&i|$. were. nqt 
called upon to difeufs the Catholic queftion; but to inquire who had 
been the author of the impofition refpefting it, pradiied upon Ireland. 
He compared the corruptions of the government in Ireland, with the 
corruptions of the government here, and defired their Lordlhips to 
look to the Bcresfbrds at home. 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND faid, h was improper to fele& 
that name invidioufly. If any charge was brought againft Mr, Bo 
resford, he defired nothing more earneftly than an opportunity®? 
meeting it. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he meant not to arraign 
individuals, but thefyfiem, which he proceeded to do in very poip^d 
terms ; and after a warm eulogium on Earl Fitzwilljiam’s adfojjp- ' 
ftration in Ireland, and the characters of thofe by whom k h^dbeen 
fupported, particularly of Mr. Grattan, concluded with obferving, 
that whether the motion were fuccefsful or not, the refult muft be, 
that hi"s LufcJftlip’^ conduct would ftand unfullicd 19 the eyes of the 
Public, fupported tJwhc unanimous tefiimony of the Irifli nation. . 

The Earl of CARBISLE vindicated himfclf from the charge of 
having infinuated any bllmc againft his noble friend (FitzwilUam) ; 
he had written to him iijthe firft inftancc, merely to ftate the reports 
in circulation, with reweft to his conduft. He never conceived 
that there exiftfai^aajwliarge againft him which called for fuch an 
inquiry as was now demanded. He concluded with adverting to 
fome fadls with refpeci to his own adminiftration. 

The Marquis of BUCKINGHAM oppofed the motion, as novel 
!n itfclf, and of a dangerous tendency; he condemned the facility 
with which gentlemen (ported with private characters, and bore the 
/ftrongeft tefiimony to the loyalty and attachment of Mr. Beresfoixf 
to His Majefiy. As that gentleman’s name had been introduced, 
however unncceflarily, lie found himfclf called upon by juftice and 
gratitude to declare, that during bis adminiftration in that country, 
he found him a man of high honour, and correct integrity.. He 
thought that the noble-Earl who had been recalled from his govern¬ 
ment, had befen precipitate in the free and unreferved publication of 
his letters, for which he believed that in his cooler moments he would 

i » , 

be forry. 

Lord AUCKLAND concurred in the teftimony to the chara&ei 
of Mr. Bcresford, who -had been now twenty-five years in the fer- 
vke of the Public. 

* Lord SPLNCER faid* that he had on a former occafion profef- 
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Ibd himfelf able to vindicate his own conduit whenever aiU difcuflion 
ihould take place. Difagrceable, however, as wefe the imputations 
to which tie mud fubjedk himfelf, he would rather, in the prcfcnt in- 
dance, fubmlt to forego Inquiry than content to any difclofure incon- 
iiftent with the public intereft. From what had been faid that night * 
he thought it neceflary to date, that ever finer his entrance into of¬ 
fice, he had experienced the mod uniform and cordial fupport from 
Ins colleagues in Adminldration. 

The Duke of BEDFORD faid, that there were four Miniders 
jrfetent who had once afted with him in the caufe of freedom. 
From their prefent eonduft he could not but deem the air of the 
Cabinet infectious. The new additions had even outdripped their 
leaders in the career in Wrttich they were now proceeding. There 
Was, in his opinion, no danger in the prefent inquiry, but that it 
Bright difclofe the duplicity and treachery of Mimfters. They 
ihould ehhCr accufe or judify the condudt of the noble Lord. If 
this was to be refuted, that Houfe would forfeit the refpedl of the 
people. - 

(The Earl of MORTON called the noblepdkc to order.] His 
Grade vindicated his right to fuppofe the consequences of a quedion 
not yet decided. / 

The Duke of PORTLAND faid, that in judide to himfelf 
ofld his colleagues, he felt himfelf called upon to fay fomething on 
(he prefent occafion. There were two points to which he ihould 
invert; fird he did not confider the occafioitoTjeTo important as 
lb call for any inquiry; fecondly, he did not think that any charge 
Itad been brought againd his noble friend, (Earl Fitswilliam) for 
he ihould foil call him fo, which rendered any invedigation neceflary 
Iris exculpation. No charge had in find been brought againd 
, and foe whole reded on a difference of opinion. 

The HOufe divided on foe motion. 

Contents —— 

Proxies —— — 

Non-Contents — 

Proxies — —■ 

A 

'Majority againft foe motion 
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againft the Duke of NORFOLK’S Motion, to lay before the 
* Houfe the Correfpondence refpe&ing the Recall of EftHflTZ* 
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PROTEST. 


Die Veneris, May 8, 1795. 

The order of the day being read for the Lords to be fummoned— 

moved, ~ 

, That an humble Addrefs be preft-nted to His Myefty, that he will be 
gracioufly pltafcd to direft that there be laid belli e this Houfe, fuch part 
of the correipondence between His Majefty’i.A'linitiers, and Earl Fitz- 
wUliam, late Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, aslrelatcs to the motives and 
jgtottndt<of his cecal from the Government of! the faid kingdom, during 
a feffion of Parliament, in which the two Houles of Parliament had voted 
, prpir confidence, in him, and of their approbation of his conduit, and 
With a munificence unexampled, had grantep^tQppiftS tor the general 
exigencies of the ftate. 

Which being objected to, after a long debate, and the queftion put 
thereupon, 

Refolved in the negative. 


Piflentient. 

1. Becaufe the removal, in the mid ft of a feflion of Parliament, of. 
fuch ad Officer of the Crown as a Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, the im-' 
mediate and foie representative of Majefty in that kingdom, under the 
ciTtumftances, is lingular, perhaps unprecedented. The efteits of that 
Tiold add unufual meafure, efbecially in the prelcnt critical ftate of af¬ 
fair cannot be indifferent. It is a mil notorious, and not contradidtcd, 
that the Houfe of Lords and the Houfe of Commons in that kingdom, 
did at the moment of his recal, directly and explicitly, in a lblcmn vote 
and refolution of each Houfe, declare their confidence in'the Lord Lieu- 
tenant. Ikis a Lit equally notorious, and equally uncoiuradi&cJ, that 
tb 4 h vomfeaf confidence from both Houfes ot the Jiifh Parliament u ere 
it^IRnfonnu/ to the opinions and wifhes of all dcfciiptioqa of the 
peopl^ju that nation. 

2«ra^caufe a ft rang charge of malverfation in office, fupported by 
clear proof or ftroilg prefUmption, oughtto be produced to weigh againft 
thfl^folcmo teftimouies of a Parliament, and thofe declared opinions of 
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• people, and to joftjfy 9 ppocpeding, the iaevidble tendency of'whkh 
is to produce 4 wtUfmon ^nd difeord amongfi His Majefty*s fubjeftsia 
that Kingdom. That the proceeding itfelf is within the prerogative, 

«there is no doubt; but there k no doubt alfo that this How is compe* 
tent to an inquiry into all adyice given to the Crown with mgaid to the 
ufe of that prerogative; and that it is its duty to make fuch inquiry in 
any event by which His Majeft) ’s honour or intereft, or the tranquillity, 
concord, and union of hie Empire, and its common effort again# its 
common enemy, may be dfeftea. 

3. Becaufe, as the Peers arc bound for their pwa honour to examine 
jjpth a more ftrict fciutiny into the conduft, and to «nim«dverc with 

greater feverity on the mifdemcauors of tliofc of their own body,' (is dmr 
owe a peculiar protection to fuch Peers, as, on inquiry, they 
in the excrcife of the high picroeatives of the Croton, to have denies 
themfelves uncorruptly, to the ntisfa&ion of the people, with a dilfgdpft 
attention to the functions of their charge, and wkh duty, Zealand fidelity 
to their Sovereign.. 

4. Becaufe Earl FitzwiUiam, the Lord Lteutenaht, removed hgH 

unprecedented a manner, did voluntarily folfoii in this Houfo t* ' ' 
ducHon of ail fuch documents, as might turnifli matterfor a full 1 
partial inquiry into his conduft; that as the cafe might aptyfor, he ink 
lubjeft bimfelf to the anunadverfion, or entitle bimfelfto the protefti 
W this Houfe. No valid reafous tor focrecy have been alledged, .De¬ 
linquency is no proper objeft of fecrecy, on the one fide or the offers 
nor can any'defending meafure of Government be nfiefted by a di&fb* 
fure of that delinquency. The aft is executed. If thefe vague general 
allegations of feeircy qpay be »r$ffao prevent inquiry, Beers may be 
affefted with fufpicions utterly ruinous to tbdir reputation with regard 
to the matters of higheft truft, without any poffibility ofeleari^l^n- 
fclves. * v v - . -v 

5. Becaufe it appeal edfhyjthe'courfe of the debate, without *n ftXA 
tfmpt to contiadittit, twit the Kail afoiefaid did aftively Andeficftuslfy 
promote the feiVtft"Sf yhe Crown, and tlu public interefl jn lrdiaM,. 
by encouraging through all fitting means, and difoouraging by ndsl® 
the z.eul and afieftion to His Majiily of his Paili.uncnt of Ireland; by 
obtaining without delay, and with „rcat unanimity, a vote of more (ban 
foity thoufand men; by which the intcinal foice of that kingdom Was 
moie than doubled; and by obtaining alio a votd of two hundred thou* 
fand pounds for the better manning the navy of Great Britain—the fitft 

/ vote of the kind in the prclent war, and double to the foie example*^ 
the fupply of the fame kind, voted in the Jrifh Parliament in the ftpr 
1782, as an acknowledgement of the vafl and^impoitmt concefifans in 
legiflatton, commeice and jttdieatuie, then made by the Parliament of 
Great Britain, both thefe fupplies for the fervice of Great fikfata 
were moved by Mr. Grattan, confidence in whom, has been im¬ 
puted as blame to Eail FitzwiUiam; though in the debate, no¬ 
thing was alledged to fliew that this diftinguiftved perfon, called to 
confidence and councils, had ever, during Lord Fitzwilliatn’s Go 
ment, made any otfyer life of the cflimation in which hf is hgld 
country, than to pcrfoim this, and other iimitai fcrvicc* to $m« 
ty’s> Government; and to reconcile the minds of bis follow 
-Vfiat kingdom, to bear the burdens, brought theft 

cheerfulneft, and to co-operate with alacgpikffd* unanimity every 
means of giving them their full efleft* *•*”*» , .4 * 

6 . Becaufe it docs nbt appear that the Barf in quefiinnj during has 
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Adroiniftration in Ireland, did in any degree, orin any manner, fubverf, 
Impair or weaken any one of the legal prerogatives'of *the Crown, 
or abufe them to the prejudice of the fubieft, In any infiance what* 
foever. ffett in. the arrangement! proposed with regard tQ office, ei¬ 
ther in removals or appointments,'it does not appear that the efficacy 
of His Majefty*! Government, or the popularity of His Majetty’s mea- 
furrs, were ataH impaired; or the unanimity and harmony of the nation 
difturbedj or the confidence in His Majefty’s Government, as admini- 
iterfcdby him, hi any degree whatloever, leflened. X° the great ob¬ 
ject 1 of Government-all official arrangements ought to be fubfervient; 
and by effeds on thofe objects it is to be determined whether tfc;. 

. powers with regard to official arrangements neceflarily in- 
Ms jetty’s Milliners, have been in any infiance properly or 
rty employra. . 

cauftf 1 the unanimity and zeal in His Majettv’s fcrvjce, which 
^ throughout that kingdom, was owing to the hope held out that 
^arrangement* as the late Lord Lieutenant propofed, would t ike 
y■ namely, Tuch as tended to demonftratc that thofe in whom the' 
’ nnipoled much confidence, had obtained the confidence ot His Ma¬ 
i-Chief.Governor, and that thofe who had the misfortune not to 
confidence,* or at lead not to obtain It in the fame dc- 
(Wpife mt to be predominant in the efficient offices in the kingdom* 

, it did not appear, in rhe debate, that incapable or obnoxious 

vf^iii^feinen .^KWlead or ! impomrce in their countrv^hd therefore, 

' Mjlenngyeifleftual fcrvice to His Majeftyi were the oh- 
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-did.nor appear Mjfhe.debate, /mat any harfii or vindic- 
t^hkS§rit‘ w*i mhnifcfteftdh any propofed removals ; as the moft large 
.‘epafuieratton waS dbfcrvcd to the dignity,, the feelings, and 
,.;|^^tsr<fus pf th# parties concerned. * 

^caufe it did not appear in the tfebjfre that this,provifion was 
“ liiJ-T> ered iff the' light of a corrupt and pfedik-l js^ r^aiifi but that the 
vw i at large regarded it in a contrary light: itappears, that the 
, . ip&^dnof that Government wn* rather increafcd than impaired by the 
^fioieof thpfe intendecf mcafurea: and it is averted and luppomd by 
hsbuhdjftyT,pttaf. that the defeat of thofe areangementsj jvitn all their 
‘excited a can fide rable difeontent amongft the people 

'■'^y j.jBeCaufe the^eijTons vttio, on account of their geneial efiimation 
country, were taken ipto the confidence of rhe hire Lord Lieu-' 
hyaid; ptrvioufljf to hiiGaverntncnt, given the moll finking and 
,!ttpe4}i^di?al proofs ofrjieir altachininr to fjreat Britain, of their power 
^a^&iHjMrir own private feelings; ‘ atid of faprilicing to Hia Ma- 
sfvice So fmatt part even of iheir Known aiuiriofitk-s upon public 
fffcccs, by fupportmg, out of office, and out.of confidence with the 
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, the caufe of Bririlh Government in a very marked and d;f-> 
mafttrer. 


fatttUc it appeared in the debate;’ that ofig of the matters of 3if- 
bfctw*n'HisjM.ijefiyV confidential fervsjfita in England and the 
^liqptentfm, had arifen on occafion of H bill intended to be in? 
hndrrb^ parHamfn't of lftland by Mri“G'rattan, ** For'the/-tr- 
Wtjfifti in ■tbAt iinfrdom” Of fulijc&s 

! "'it of thflt kingdom, this Houfe cad take no 
■^guizauce pf^the cpndudt of a Britiffi 
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Peer, Member of tills Houfe and rtprefenting His Majefty, for Ms coh« 
duft in His Majefty’s fervice* in any part of his dominions. If the late 
I-ord Lieutenant gave countenance to any meafure repugnant to that 
fervice, and in defiance to that authority, and pofnive in$n»£Hons given 
by His^dajefiy’s Minifters here, it forms a matter of eonftitutionaldif- 
cuffion in this Houfe, Upon that point Earl Fitz william has aUedged* 
that he is ready to put himlelf upon the judgement of this Hoqsfe; for 
be contends, that the motion for leave to bring in fuch a bill (w?i§$frh$ 
admits to have been made at his exprefs defire} did not afford cauie of 
ajarrn or apprehenfion in any manner whatever. He'contend^ that ths 
principle of fuch a bill was highly conformable to other former fmstt 
ings known to be countenanced by His Majefty’s Minifters, 
appear by any thftig alledged in the debate, that the couriteiMnc ftqrah ^; 
ftood to be given by the late Lord! Lieutenant for a farther relief 
be a juft ground for his removal: when a recommendation ~ 

Throne itfelf, by his predcceflor the Earl of Weltmoriand, in- tho^ssfir ’' 
1793, for advantages of infinitely greater extent, that is to ray, a nnfoieP' 
capacity for all offices and franchifcs (about Sliirty offices^ add^£k^ .' 
Parliament only excepted) has been made matter of *" 

13. Becaufe it appears from fevcral years paft to 
of His Majeily *s Britifh Councils with regard tolreluod, dip of tf^rpAr- * 
liatnent of that kingdom, to remove the feveral civil reftraints whictfhad 
been roade in conlequcnce of religious dlfterenceAt -.fo|, alf 
been dpenedto Protcuant Difleilters, without,an]pjyy^f^tion whsft^M^ 
by the repeal of the Tell in that kingdom, in'tlie yfcar *779, 19th afij* 
20th of His Majefly, clap. vi. Fropithofe Diflenters ho ^eft whatever 
was exndted, in lieu of that from which they \\zvc exonerated. Jbe^foc 
the Catholick, by an aft of the 13th or 34(ft of his pr^enrJP§fej!l*i 
ehap. xxxiv, aTeft oath was propofed, for afeertaining tifo ;i fliiegi|a|iel(hdt 
fidelity of Catholics, as fuch. . About four years after,' that 4 s, fa tfieV 
year 1777-6# 1.7th and L^th of George III. chap 1 , xlix. in cOnfequc.rtcO' 
of this oath, A fli\mg lr giilutivc declaration was made, in, whtCh:^hc,- 
priuciplc, which had been gradually followed up by fubfcqirent 'ttiftf,' it: 
flrongly and decitjedly nlfirmcd j for the preamble of that 4W>, after.flat* 
tpg certain penalties and incapacities under which rise Carholjes 
labour, thus proceeds; “.Whereas, .from their uniform'peawahlfi-^jeha- 
viour for a long ferns of- years, it appears reafonable and ekpadiefft^foT. 
relax the fame; and it muft rend, nut only to the cultivation.*^. ifov 
proveincnt of this kingdom, bur to th zprofperity andfirengtb 
Majefifs dominions^ that bis iubjedtsof all denominations,, ftioutd etfiby 
the benefits of our f ce Co^fiitution, andJhoidd.be bound to eadj oflu&irt $/&** 
tual inttrrfi and mutual af(#ioti.” Soon ^ter, that' 
aad of his prefent Majefty, -chap. xxiv. ic was again 4 c&laredv 
(holies, on taking the Ten oath, aforefai*J,. ** ought to be- confidcpSeft); 
good and Joyal Jubje^to His Majefty, his Crown, and Government^ 
and that the continuance of the Ijjws formerly ena^fed^^td then in T "" 
againft perfons fifthe Papifh religion, are therefore unneccf^ypn^r 
to thofe who have taken or (hall take the faid oath* and At injuK 
the real welfare and profperity of the kingdom ofo Ireland 
can be tnore clearly la.Ul.down than the principle upon jjsjhie&fjr '" 

•o£L of relief from the Jrft year of relaxation, virtually 
as thd'^car 1773, tweii^jfwears before thegflfog thpj^e^fo 
aft of the year 1793,, waigrounded, namgtyfp ute 
And reciprocal right to potc^pn; jheld dUt ^pdn taking^ix. ifi 
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Teft oaths. _ It was plain that the policy of the Legtfiatuiwwai, CO af- 
firm the principle a» largely as pcfible, And to make the capacities fol¬ 
low (as they have practically followed) gradually, according as fW 
yourable occafions fliould offer. Thefe aCtr have always,been underftood 
to have emanated originally from His Majefly's gracious difpofition, 
and to have proceeded to-the Government of Ireland, through the JJritifii 
Cabinet; -If rhefetefts could not be'deemed a fecurity in the referved 
cafet, 4 is impoffibie to aliign a reafon why they were deemed a fecurity 
in thp hundreds of others, to-which a capacity was opened by the a& of 
ti+% r/ The incapacitating referves, in the ad of 1793, like thofeof 
tner ads^. proceeding (though more flowly)' upon the lame ac£ 
^policy, evidently were not made upon their own declared prifis 
They were made in the regular progrefe of a fyftem of enlarge- 
ij[ r id order to eompromife with the fpim of monopoly. But, it it 
averted by Earl Fitzwilliam, and nothing without inquiry can effedually 
cop trad idt the aflertion,. that, whilft in reality the reftridions gave fa- 
tislaCtipn to none, they cay fed difeontent in many.. The Protcftants 
retarded theft exceptions with total indifference. The Catholics looked- 
o^tbefttas figns of fufpidon and degradation: they conlidcred them as 
rtiw-ksfeantnary to the declared policy of the ads> contrived to be iet 
upotl them-by their enemies, to diltinguifti them as bad fubje&sand bad 
citixeilfr The proceedings of tlieir enemies leave in their minds no doubt 
that thefe token* Aif reprobation are kept as pretexts for affronts, con* 
{Umetier, andfallies of all kinds; and for pradically depriving them 
Of moft of the benefits of thofc capacities which the law feemed to hold 
out tothem.; v . . vt-<, / _ ■ 

14. Becttuft it is alledgcd, that* bill for farther relief was publickly 
kpOWtt* ail likely to-be in agitation before the departure of the Lord Lieu* 
|m Englandthat he had no inftrudtion whatever diredly tot 
oppqjftir, though an opinion was esprcfRjd, itliat it had better be de- 
; toyed for a- time of greater tranquillity • but tfc c exp ediency of giving 
liup^art to it was a matter left to his difcretiqnT“'®> in the nature of 
thingti,!it neceffarily would be, on any fubjedj the principle of which 
was.admitted, the htnefs bf the time being the only point of doubt, and 
which Could ohily be decided by fexilling ctrcumftanccs. 

■ > 15. Becsufe >t is offered in proof, that the late Lord Lieutenant was 
diligent in the fearch, anil prompt- in the communication to Minillers of 
clary information on the- lubject. That he foon found, that all hopes 
of putting oft-the ntiettion was impracticable—that he had reafon to think- 
the prefent tifhe, for carry iagtihe principles of the ads of 1793 and 1793 
W-their full objett, to be, oral! others, moft favourable—that he found 
tWretief to-be Micntly defitfdby the Catholics ;, to be aik-ed for by very 
and to bb chberfuny acqitieieed in by alfflotl all-—that 
*td|cjccufrt (tone* removed the diffiephies, on which the pofl porting the 
qucftion could alone be defued.—that he found the delays had created 
■ much fufpictoh and uneafinef* amongftthe Catholic petitioners,, who 
**"’ almpft beyond all example—that he found a bill on thole 
itilkUijbly and-fjieedily. pe brought into Parliament, and 
emberi^effe defiroua to introduce it; and, if this were the 
:afure. rmght come into hands with which neither he nor tho 
hi-fter# h: l any connection, which would leave with goveiSB*- 
[y tbe difagreeable part of altering or of modifying,‘if any altc- 
modificatiou had-been thought neceffary by the Britilh Govern- 
mint^deprivmg His Majefty thereby o£$hc whole grace and effedkofc 
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What Was done: That ia this unpleafimt fituation he ftnf for Mir. Gnf> 
Wn, and dcfired him, aa a perfon in his confidence* and who would a 6 t 
Va the occafion according to what he and the Miniftere, in their pru¬ 
dence, might fugged. That Mr. Grattan did content*, and did, at his 
defire, move for leave to bring in a bill for the farther relief of the Ro¬ 
man Catholics. That the motion fir leave was received with little djfcuf- 
rfion* and without any divifion. That no bill on the fubjeH vMufitfaft 
^brought in— and that Miniftry were informed, that none would be'brought 
Kn without their knowledge: nor until of late* and after Lord Fitzwt}- 
lUaa's departure, was fuch a thing attempted. That the then Lp®:, 
Oetitenant communicated largely all his ideas on the fjibjeft. 
whilft the propofed bill was not yet introduced into the Houfc of 
moos, and whilft he was obeying their inftfuftions, with regard 
formations and opinions, he was fuddenly removed, with tne ftro ngep . 
marks of difpleafure and difgrace. That on this flare of things, noEif! 
ficient reafon appears to exift, in this meafure, any more'than in the 
finefs of arrangements, for the unufual and alarming ftep of di%fadi i^ ^ ; 
Lord Lieutenant in the middle of a feffion of Parliament, in slnpkj 
bo finefs of His Majefty, and of the whole Empire (as far as tint kings 
could operate in it) was carried on with unmual unanimity and face 
and with a very great concurrence without goorsof aft orders and de¬ 
scriptions of men. It is a ftep for which, on the debate* nothiojLW^ 
faid to make it appear juftifiable, and to render ah nullify. 
unncccffary, f - •'f"i 
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And the faid Earl Fiuwilliam, moreover cw^eftihg for IfimfelL $a£ 
on his own part, declares, that this Hdufe renifirig fuch 
tigation, hedpth conceive and feel himfelf injured arid opprefled, & t Rjjfc, 
tiili fibjeft, as a Peer of Great Britain, and as aperfon wno ha* eoterew^i, 
an high and very refptihnble truft under His Majefty. That he is not tonit 
tent merely to prove his innocence^-that he was, and is ready to make it' 
appear to the Houfc, and to his country, tfiat in that truft he has arced 
faithfully, zealoufly, affeftlonately, dutifuHy, and diligently towards -hi* 
Sovereign; that he has aded with attention and practicability tOvrprdf.hi* 
colleagues in office—-that he has a£ted with an enlightened regard tothfe 
true interefts of the nation, which, under His.Majefty’s authority, he w^H> 
appointed to govern* That he ftanris upon the merit of his meafuret, 
and the .prudence of his arrangements; that by them confidence was re-’; 
covered to Government. That he ftands, for the jultice and* the 
of removing the few, feeble, mifcrable, inefficacious, huge, ih*iai 4 #;fe** 
ftridtions, that remain on the Catholics of Ireland, as wholly ufeWjsibr 
good purpofe, but powerful in caufipg difeontent, both with xi&f&y 
to Government and to Parliament.; as furnifhing handles of oppreuu& 
to the malevolent, and as fupplying pretexts for diforders to the turffoi* 
Sent and fedkious. That he fttodld have ihewn a degree ofineapacitj^ 

• Wholly to unfit him for his arduous truft, if he had adejj. on at) idea, that - 
the politics of this time, or that the prefent, or prtffiable future intewk^ 
of ftates, do at all depend upon queftions, whether of dodrine dr dlfia* 
pline, either as agitated between Catholics and Proteftants, otyts agW 
■ tated by Proteftants amongft their feveral fubdivifions. The Church 
and State have enemies very different, and infinitely more formidable^ 
than any which have their origin in any religious patties* He hag for 
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of refilling this reigning danger* either from within or 
Without, js^potto be found in a plan for reviving* by art and in- 
fte^ prejudices and heart-burnings expired, or ready to expire* or 
lying the feeds of external dilcord and diviiion between the* people* 
*|ig his Government he had nothing to complain of the difpofitiona 
«ny;.i>cltgio*js dcfciiption as fuch; and his principles of Government 
“) tQ cultivate the union which he plainly faw of itfel£commencing 
n thecQ;, was h.is conftant endeavour, by every means* to eom- 
of ever)’ fort,of me.n* Churchmen, Prefbyterians, and 
.of’e^ry the lcaft proportion of education, talent* influence* 
^jn^fl^dtion their common Sovereign; to combine them 
^bi^;oL i ^KUjrton intereft, and in one common effort again ft our 
known enemies of all religib% all law* all order* 
He baa had.the happinefs of feeing all this completely 
unexamp fed jytncord amongft the people ; an uncx- 
__rape funport ofm»,Crown had taken place: but he is not 


^ r .„. ^- ; #he funport offnaCCrown had taken place: but he is not 
jpe ef&&Qf a.fyftem, which proceeds in a contrary di- 
P#^fr^e purfued; ’he is not refponfible for the effects of 
^^prts tpen in whom the Public has little confidence* 
ityn %w; & ai the fervice of thofe who have obtained the 
riopt^f^tneir con n try -—a fyftem which endeavours to fupply a 
$jfg deffft of ability, fey an unmeafurbd increafc of influence— 
s|ch rije^s the opinion and information of perfons in high 
fttuati ons, and liftens to the interefted' reprefentations of 
'■yafep-i-a fyften^which, inverting.the whole order of things* 
into the very feat of Government, by publicly and 
the mftruments againft the agents—a fyftem which* 
he the people difppfed to look to the Crown as their fe- 


thebpdjybf the people difpofea to look to the Crown as their fe- 
J^iif4,ppp0ffii0n from domeftic fa&ions* employs all its influence* 
^“ andi^bthorky to ft|gport thofe very faftions againft the people 
to’tbe Crown* . for the opposite fyftem he has fuffered 
of dilWfafure-whichmas been ihewn to him. He 
morc > .| t giaTer than abandon, it. He will remembe^. 
warro^ lifting gfltitudb*.|pd.-a.cordial attachment, the weighty 
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The following is a e 
u of the Debates 


fo often referted|plnthe courfc 
¥Ung«it RfccsU of Earl FftpilUam: ' 

BILL for the Emancipation ofthe ROMA^TXATHOUQS of 

IRELAND. ~ * 

^ ■ • % , i- 

> .WHEREAS by an aft of Parliament, paffed in the thirty-third 
jpffi is jjfejefty’s jeign, entitled. An'aft,.for the relief of His J|l|aje 
Topith or Roma? Catholic fobjefts ot lreland, fevcral.rejflbraiqts,; i 
lines, tfnd incapacities, to which His Majclty ’$ tub i efts intbiii^p 
being Papifts, or perfons profefling the Popifti or Rcindm Cath^I 
gion, had been fubjefted, were removed tot His 
jefts ftillr remain under certain other reftrsints, difabilitfes, an< 
cib&s, which.it it right and expedient to remove ;■ therefore. 

JSe ifesrafted, bv the King’s Mod Excellent Majcfty,[by amf%d 
confent ofthe Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and-Cm||iQ! l ns^tn ^ ' 
lent Parliament aflemhled, and by the authority of the; fame, 
much of the faift jtft, paffed in the thirty-third yeat tl^ii/') 




reign, as requires Papifts or Roman Catholics,.poijgfl 
of ten pounds yearly,• andlefs than one huridred poi; 
eftate of three hundred pounds, and lefs than otie«ti 
iakedTlbe lcflion of the peace for the county id 
oath of allegiance preferibed to be taken by an 
in the thirteenth and fourteenth years$$pis pfyfent 
titled. An aft to enable His MajcftyV^ibjcftBy'^f wbafet^rt 
to teftify their allegidhcc to him, and alfo in arfoben 
fublcribe an affidavit that they are pulCrfled of a Yree|@!dr 
clear, yearly profit to the pearfon making theRm^oi teo.pou.^^ojij 
fonal property of three hundred poui. <s above fib Juft dcbipsfi 
name and nature of Inch freehold, in order tp‘ authorize fqftfpeii: 
keep andule arms and ammunition as Proteftsmts may, be, ana the^ 
is hereby repealed. . m '+*j , 1'*, 

And be it enafted. That it (ball and may be lawful for’pilpift^ 

, perfons profefling the Popiflj or Roman Catholic reli^on, wlfo fti^ K<iV<^ 
at the iVfltons of the peace in thecoufltv in which fuck perfons ; fef' 




of whatcyer perfuafiun, to teftify their allegiance to', him j and 
oath and declaration let forth' in amfepreieribed to betatehw ^ 
aft, pafied in the thirty-third 1 year of Hii^dajefty V;&ig^-4tK*$le 
fur the relief of His Majefty’s Popifti,or K^man Gathpti^fubf 
irclaud, on which the Clerk of the Pfeacc fliall have for his jtfoub 
of (ixpcncc, to keep and ufe arms and ammunition, V- 
now by law, any ftatute to the contrary hotwitftftpnding. .*/'•« 

And be it enafted, That fo irtuth Ot the (aid aft, palfed ttftbe thhflh^ 
third year of His Majefty’s reign, as provides and efrafts that nothSlg 
therein contained (hail extend, or be ctmftrucd to extend, to enable »ny 
perfon'to fit or dtibin either Houfe of parliament, t.r to hold, ,ex£rcif<£j 
•or enjoy, theomSe of Lord High Chancellor, lord .High Trcaftifw 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Chief Juft ice of the Court bf KThg’a 
Eeo^h or Common Picas, Lord Chief Baron ofthe Court of Exchequer* 
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Keeper of the Rolls, Secretary of State, peeper of the Pr^vy Seal, Vices 
Trcafurer, or$eputy Vice Trepfiirer, Teller and Cafliier of the Etches 
«juer, or Auditor General, Lieutenant or Governor, or Cuftos Rotulo- 
tum of Counties* ’Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, Lord Deputy,, or 
other Chief Governor or Governors of this kingdom, Member of His 
Majetty's Moff ^Honourable Privy Council; Prime Serjeant, Attorney 
General, Solicitor General, fecond or third Ser jeant at Law, or King’-d 
Counfel, Matter in Chancery, Poftraaftc General, Matter and Lier.te*j| 
jsant General of His Majefly's Ordnance, Commander fo Cfcirf 
4 #ajetty*s Forces, Generals on the .Staffs and Sheriffs and Sub*Sheriffs 
rdf any county in this kingdom, or any office contrary to the rules, or- 
^Isrs, and directions made and cftabliflied by the Lord Lieutenant and 
"Gbhncil, in pursuance of the artpafftd in the feventeenth and eighteenth 
ytiTt-of the reign of King Charles the Second, entitled, An aA for ex* 
ifag of feme doubts ariffng upon an ad, entitled, An adfb‘. 
r execution of His Majefiy's gracious declaration for tfieTicftlement 
A kingdom of Ireland, audfatisfadion of the feveral intmfls of ad- 
iters, Ibldic-rs, and others,.his fubjc$s there • and for making lb me 
lyjousof, ^additions unto, the laid aft, for the more fpeedy and 
t of the kingdom, unlefs he fhall have taken, made, 
oaths and declaration, and perfhimed the feveral re¬ 
in ad heretofore made and now of force, are tequired 
n to fit or vote* or h< 
be, and th^nte is hereby repealed. 

| lg|« e;j:-Aed r *j^hat it fini and may be lawful for Papitts, or per* 
'.jjhe Poj^fli'or Roman Catholic religion, to lit and vote in 
ratn&m’ Parliament, and to hold, exercife, and enjoy the office* 
Higo Chan^ellor,. Lor&High Trcafurer, Chancellor of the Ex* 
er, ObkfJuttfoe of-the Court of King’s -Bench or Common Pleas, 
the Court of Exchequer, Juftice of the Court of 
I'Bencn or Common Pleas, or Baron p£ the Exchequer,. Judge of 
jh^utt of Admiralty, Matter or Keeper of the Rolls, Secretary 
_ ttt$j($eeper of the Privy Seal, Vice Treafuter, or Deputy Vice 
^i«^i^»*^TeUer'and Cattiicr .of the Exchequer, or Auditor General, 

J Vi '"tV^byefjnbr, 1 of Cuttos Rotulorum of Counties, Secretary to 
.-^tenant, Lord Deputy or. other Chief Governor or Gover- 
'hofSFof ' : ^w' ; ipagdom, Member of Iiis MajeftyV Mott Honourable 
riPriyy Prime Serjeant, Attorney General, Solicitor General, 

4 t&bi& ah<Frhlru;Serjeant at Law, or King's Connfel, Matter in Chan- 


er,' Cl 
Chief 



r General,, and Matter anu ,,Li cutcnant General of His 

it:. l _ r*_ 


n mM f Cafot^^ddcfrin Chief of His Majctty's Forces, Ge- 
jp^ndt^y^h and.Sub Sheriffs of any county or chun¬ 
ky Kingdom, or to be members of any lay b&u,' 

iqkTaAy office *n atjy lay corporation, which they arc <>r 
bymrulci, L:.j*r|vj»nd diredions made and eltablith- 






years of the reign of King Charles the 
jpfitled* an ad for explaining fomc doubts arifing upon an aft, 
i the better execution of His Majsfes*a gracious dccta* 
e ffitricirtent of his kingdom of Ireland* jflptis fadion of the 
fattB of adventurers, foldierp, and other nts UJt>jl-6ts there, ;jncf 
bmcalteratioafl of, aud additions unto, the laid ad, for the 
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more fpeetfy and effe&nal fcttlemerit of this kingdom, without taking and 
Yubfcritting the oaths of allegiance, fuprcmacv, or abjuration, or mak¬ 
ing or fubfcribing the declaration required to be taken, made, and fufc- 
fcribcd, to.fen$ble any perfon to hold and enjoy any of fuch places, and 
alfo without rcceimngjthe Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper according to 
the rites and certnlcnie^jf the Church of Ireland, any law, llatute, or 
law of any Corporation^ the contrary notwithftanding. 

^.Provided always, that evAy fuch perfon take and fubfcribe tbe laid 
Jbjfrapp ohit e d . Ay tbe laid aft pafled ih the thirteenth and fourteenth 
years of His Majefty’s reign, entitled, An aft to enable His Majefty’a 
fubjefts, of whatever perfualion, to teftify their allegiance to him j and 
alfo the faid oath and declaration fet forth aud preferibed in the (hid aft, 

J jafled in the thirty-third year of His Majefty’s reign, entitled, An aft 
or thefelicf of Hi's Majefty’s Popilli or Roman Catholic fubjefts of Ire* 
‘/'mm*, 1 . 

And be it enafted. That fo much of an aft, palled in the eighth year 
of the reign of her late Majefty Anne, entitled, An aft for explaining and 
amending an aft, entitled. An aft to prevent the farther growth of Po¬ 
pe* y, as enafts that whatfoever perfon of the Popilh religion Ihall pub* 
licly teach fchool, or fliall inftruft youth in learning in any private houfc 
Within this realm, or Hull be entertained to inftruft yoftth in learning, ad 
u thereunder mailer, or afiiftant, by any Proteftant fthooltnafter, fliall 
be efteemed and taken to be a Popilh regular Clergyman, and be prole- 
cutcd as fuch, and incur fuch pains, penalties, and forfeitures 4 s any 
Popilli regular convift is liable unto by the laws and llatutrs ofttiis realm, 
and which cuafts, that no perfon whatfoever, after the firft: day of No¬ 
vember,' one thou land feven hundred and nine, fliall be qualified to teach 
or keep fchool publicly, or (each and inilrutt youth in learning in any 
private houfe, or as umer oraffiftant to any Proteftant fchoolmafter, who 
ihall not firft, o- at the next general affizes, or general quarter feffiuns of 
the peace to be held for thecduhty Where fuch perfon ihall inhabit or re- 
fide, after fuch perfon is fo entertained, take the oath of allegiance, and 
make and fubfcribe the declaration, and take and fubfcribe the oath of ab¬ 


juration, as in the aft therein mentioned is direftedand exprefibd, and as 
inflict any forfeiture on any perfon who fliall offend therein, on any per- 
fun who ihall entertain any one not qualified as aforefaid, as tutor, under 
mailer, uflier, or alfiftanr, be, and the fame is hereby repealed* 

And be it enafted. That fo much of the faid aft, palled in the'thirty- 
third year of His Majefty’s reign, as provides that any College, to pp 
the eaiier founded in this kingdom, in which it fliall be lawful for Fapifts, 
or perfons profeffing the Popilh or Roman Catholic religion, to hold or 
to rake Degrees or Pfofelforlhips, or to be Mailers or Fellows, Ihall' be a 
•Tlctfiber of the Uni verfity of Dublin, and Ihall not be founded exclu lively 
for the education of Pa pills, or perfons profeffing the Popish or Roman 
Catholic religion, *and Ihall not confift cxclufively of Mailers,' Fellows, 
or other perfons to be named or clefted on the foundation of fucb Col¬ 
lege, being perfons profeffing the Popilli or Roman Catholic religion, 
(hall be, and the lime is hereby repealed. 

And be it enafted. That fo much of an aft, pafled in the twenty.firft 
and twenty-fecond years of the reign of his prefent Majefty, entitled, Ah 
aft to allow perfons profeffing the Popilh religion to teach fchool in this 
kingdom, and for regulating the edocation,of Papifts j and alfo to repeat 
parts of certain laws relative to the guardiatilhin of their children, as pro¬ 
vides that nothing therein (h ill extend, or b* construed to extend, to 
Vol. XLil. . 3T 
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any Popifh fchoollnvifter who fhould rccpive into hisfchool any perfon of. 
the Protcftautfeligion, or to any perfon of the Pbpi{h religion who fhoula 
be cntcrtaitfetfio lnflrud youth in learning, asufher, under matter, or 
afliftant, by any Proteftantfchoolmatter within this realm* fliall be, and 
the fame is hereby repealed. * 

And be it eaaded, That fo much of a claitjy in the faid ad, patted in 
the thirty-thitii year of His Majefly r s rrigjft as incapacitates any Papitt, 

■ or perfon profefling the Popifh religion ^to rote at any pariftt veftrjAft.- 
, (he efc&ion of a Churchwarden, be, ,anu the fame is here byj p^aljmrujf <• 
And be u^ena£ted, That it fliall and may be lawful tor any Papitt, or 
perfon profefling the Fopiih religion, to vote at any parifli vettry at the 
eledtion of a Church warden, any law to the contrary thereof notwith¬ 
standing. 

'; And be it farther cqafted, That it fhatt and may be lawful fo; Papifis, 
or perfons profefling the Popifh or Roman Catholic religion, fijiv'ijMr rs* 
ceramiffioned or non-cominiflkned Officers or foldicrs in Itik Majefiy s 
, regular forces within this kingdom, to attend the celebration of Divine 
Worfhip, according to the ceremonies of the Roman Catholic Church, 

1 in as,full aud free a manner as Proteftants, being. Officers or foldiers, arc 
flowpermittedto attend the celebration of Divine lervicc, according to 
the rites of the Church of Ireland* any law, flatute, cuftom, or ufage to 
ihe contrary nofwithftanding, ^ 


In thd' debate on this bi)JL in the Irtfh Houfc of Commons, the 
queftiohb» the rejection of the bill was put, and carried by a ma¬ 
jority of 71. The numbers were, 

. ■ 3 - Againft tlie rejedlion, 84 . } For it, 155. 


" * 
t 

> Monday y nth May. 

- No debate- 

7 uefdey , I ith May. > 

Lord HARROWBY ftatedto the Houfc the claim that Marfhal 
Cbr^gay bad on their Lord (hips,, to continue to him for a farther 
term thaa fourteen years the patent granted to. him for inventtag \ 
machine ufed in certain procclTcs of coals, dec. HisLordfhip faid,. 
that the time gnthted to Marfhal Coriway, which Was only the ufual 
.term of fourteeiy years, had not been fufficient to indemnify him* 
as modi of it had been, fpent in improving the machine, &e. ; he 
hoped,- therefore,, that their Lordfhips would take this* into their 
conficferation, and grant him a farther term of years to indemnify 
him for ihe eypence he had incurred. 

^ Lord' AUCK.LAN D oppofed the principle of the bill: He waf 
tUiowedby 
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l ^ The LORD CHANCELLOR, who expreffedjfimfclf againft 
it, as it went on the ground of a monopoly, and at the$rtd of four¬ 
teen years the i nvention became the property of the Public. If the 
AttCrney GenfcfaCgmi Secretary of State had granted foe patent* 
they were accountablefticJt, but if die Lords and Cqmmons would 
\Mifirm this grant, thereVas mo red refs. If this patent was re- 
•Mnantd.put it in t*e power of-every one who Iiad a patent 
to apply for a fimilar renewal, provided he had not mdfll a fortune 
in fourteen years: he therefore declared tiimfelf agaiftfrit 

The Duke of RICHMOND fupported the bill, by laying that 
patents* sfcere different, and when they did not repay the inventor^ 
‘.♦ttosVwTffir to grant a continuance of them, Forinftance, faid 
his Grace, a patent buckle will immediately begin to sejgay the in¬ 
ventor ; but in inventions of a different kind, where much money 
is expended, and a length of time required to bring the invention to 
perfe&ion, it would be right to continue the patent* 

Lord HAWKL 5 BURY oppofed the bill, on ffoc principle _thar 
all otHcr countries would be m pufftffion of the invention before our- 
fclves, and he confidered fourteen years too long a period for the 
Public to be (but -out from the advantage of the invention. 

Lord GUILFORD fupported foe bill. ' 

The Earl of CARLISLE {poke in favour of the bill.—It was 
then moved, “ That the bill be committed for Thurfday next.” 

Lord AUCKLAND moved an amendment, “ that it be com¬ 
mitted for this day three months.” 

The Houfe divided, for the commitment on Thurfday: 

Contents 31, Not-Contents 3. Majority 28. 

JFidnefday, 13 tb May, to Thurfday, 7.1JI May, inclujive , 

No debate. 

a 

A 

Friday , 22 d May, 

On the queftion being put for the fcconfl reading pf the bill for 
.ugmenting the Royal artilleiy out of the militia 1 , 

Lord RADNOR objected to the fecond reading of this bill, 
which he thought highly injurious 'to the militia fervicc; and confi- 
dcred the drafting of gun-men for the Royal artillery, as peculiarly 
hard upon the Colonels, and as fuhverfive of foe difqiplirtc, of the 
ftrength, and of the rrioft effential 'ntercfls of the itittilia, 

• The Marquis TOWNSHEND thought the bill calculated 
benefit the general fervicc without injuririg foe mifijia^ v 

Lord ROMNEY oppofed the principle, and ar any rile wKhed 
a period to be fet to the exiftence of the bill. .* 

3Ta 


4 
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Lord SPENDER declared,, he would be the laflt man to agree trf 
any meafure whteh might tend to injure the militia, which he did * 
not think thebiil before the Houfe would do, but that it would greatly 
benefit the navy, and the Royal artillery. •. ' • ' ... 

The MarquU’df BUCKINGHAM objpAcci to thebiil, in a 
Speech of confidTerahle length, as tendin&'fo deftroy fubordination^ 
and becaufe it would weaken that body ^y 5000 me n, inglydfc jp 
officers, at a^ne when it was not likely they could Ipeedily obtain 
recruits. TSe parting with the gunners he confidercd as a great 
hardfhip. 

- ? Lord MULGRAVE entered into a juftification ofihe principle 
of the biil, which he faid was calculated to benefit the cou’otryv^fL * 
.out injuring the militia fcryice. His Lordfhip faid, that if every 
featnan could be drawn from the militia and army, it was a “ con- 
Tdmmation devoutly to be wifhed.” 

Lord RADNOR and the Marquis of BUCKINGHAM, each 
-faid a few words againft the bill, and Lord Spencer in fupport of it, 

when the Houfe’divided. 

* 

Contents, 23 \ Not Contents, 6. 

Adjourned. 

fPednefday, 20 th May. 

The Earl of GUILFORD dated to IhC Houfe, that a noble 
friend of his (Lord Lauderdale) would be prevented by indifpofi- 
tion from bringing the fubjcct of peace once imorc before their Lord- 
ihips, who were fummoned to attend for that purpofe to-morrow; 
he therefore moved, that the order of the day be difeharged, and 
that the Houfe be fummoned to attend on Friday the 5th of June. 
‘••—Ordered. 

The Houfe v'ent into a Committee on the bill for augmenting 
the Royal Artillery and the navy, by drawing from the militia fuch 
men as were qualified for thofc fervices. 

Lord Walfinghwn in the chair. 

Thebiil patted through the Committee without any amciftrs 
ntent. 

The Duke of NORFOLK moved an amendment on the Report, 
that ^ie words “ required and directed,” be'left out, alledging, 
that that tfaufe made it compulfory on the Commanding Officers of 
. the different "corps of the militia to part with thofe men who had 
/been trained to {fits ufe of the artillery.: to the principle of the bill * 
:43n general, he Kad no objedtfons, efpccially at this time, whciv it 
was inctJmbcnt&n tis to ftrengthen our naval force by every poflible 
Vrtgans t but this compulfory claufc would make the Commanding 
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(Offic era left attentive to the training of men to this fqrVice, if they 
were compelled to part with diem after they had been difcipHned. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that if his Grace and fhe-Hayfe in 
gemyndruLltrUr>*l£jteed the benefit and the expedience of the bill, they 
"rould not certainlyVi03 the intent of it to be weakened, which it 
^ldoubtedly would he, *ft^he officers had it in their option to de» 
v not > as h * s Grace iow propofed. ft 

\rhc amendment was then put and negatived, without a divifionu 

Thurfday , 28/A May. 

On <the qu$ftion being put on die bill for allowing draft* frpot* 

Lord RADNOR wifhed to know, if the number of artilftvy/, 
men was once taken out, and their vacancies filled up, whe&fgt^ 
the Royal artillery would have a claim upon the corps a fectifiH? 
time ? 

Lord GRENVILLE replying rather an indited way, 

Lot J RADNOR propofed a preventive claufe, which was^flfgjs*-.* 
tived without a divifion. 

The bill was then read a third time and pafTed; an# theHttlQl * 
adjourned to Monday next. 


„ * PROTEST. 

Agalnfi^o faffing of the Bill for augmenting the Royal ArtiUiry. outjof <£**} ' 
**' * Militia. * t if 

Diffcrtienf, 


I. Becaufe the honourable footing, upon which the militia was 
liihed, and has hitherto fublifted, 1% as tar as idirts to the 

the Royal Amllciy, underlined by this bill, inafmutb as it jb*!#* Am 
militia a fund lor the fupply, and a drill foi the accommodation of 
ther corps, inafmncb as it reduces this conflitutional force bekhp the** 
numbers covenanted by thecountiy to be always kept complete; and 
inafmucb as it lupplics the dcfacicncirs ir cicates, not in the rewulir^r a i 
creditable m inuu by which the militia is conftitutionally to be fuj*pfied*, v> 
and fupplied to a certainty, but by the means, uncertain in thaw ope- > 
r sion, by which it is conftitutionally provided in expreis to ms that it 
fliali not be fupplied. 

II. Bccaufe open the allegation of the prefent conjuntHuie t itcftablUhe* 

this mealurc without any exprefs period to its duration, and without any * 
claufe againfi the pieqcdcnt. / ^ t 

III. Becaufe at a moment when the temper of the times, and oiq* pet;- 
fonal kpowltdge of late events in fome corps, feem pattienlarfr t@ (#• 
comiftend a vigilance in the piefeivarionof dlfcipline and fuborralflKoaf* 

• this bill, in a molt extraordinary and unprecedented Ahnocr^#llu&ftrt|lb , * 
authouty of the commanding othetrs over the objects of it, by fugjpffipg 
to the lattei a method which at any tiiqe, &c. on any motive “ em'tUa 
them to their ditcbaigc.** * 

IV. Becaufe the fe\eral circumfiances of difappoiatraeot ai to’tbb* 
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ilr^ngth of then regiments, and of degradation by the involuntary re* 
moral of their tinted and mod inftru&ejd men, by the replacing of them * 
in.a lefs certain‘and lei* creditable manner, and by converting theregi- 
tncnts into a recruiting rjind for another corps, form an impolitic and un* 
dctyrved return -to fuch militia officers, (and it hasteenvatnitted with*; 
debates oit'chis b# that chore are many fuchhatfnave merit with the 
PubUc,-r-Aml .-.Jr- if „ 

I conceive it the more neceflary to mark fay dHapprobatiou, and ex/ 
' prefs my npprehenfion of'the confe<juenccs of this, innovations..< h 'i&fadm) 
* tbcimLHtiacoatoinsa fund for recruiting not only the artillery, but every 
Other corps inHis Majedy’s fervice, much too good not to be ardently 
'Coveted, and •(however the intention be difclaimcd at prefent) I fear re¬ 
ported to (as l am fure it may he upon the fame renfoning), when Par* 
/lhiWenfc (hall hs^-e once notified the principle of-making the milittk Aib- 
: iervient to the-efficiency of other corps. x 

*; (Signed) Radnor. 


, . ,.. Monday June \ft ip Wednesday June yd inclujive . 

No debate. • 

< - '4 

Friday, $th June. 

, The Earl-of LAUCJERDALE role to call die attention of their 
Jbofdfoipstjpffhe fubjOR of which he had given notice*. ' He obferv- 
cd,' that, whatever opinion might have been entertained of the de¬ 
termination ofcthat Houfe, with regard to morions that had been 
anxdeOftthe war, 'there wore fome decent events which ju(lifted him 
tn^llingnow for a different determination. Upon fome points 
their Lordfhips might fay that their minds'had been made up; 
but everyone of them mud feel, that there were other points on 
Which it wafs.impoflible for them to find any falvo.by which they 
could fatiafy their ; confciences, if they did not come to fomc new 
•rteterminatibn with regard to the prefent war. It then remained 
for them to examine our fituation at this moment, and to'fee whe¬ 
ther they could continue the fame fort of conduct as they had hitherto 
dbferved, confidently with juftice to that Houfe, to this country, 
And (0 poftcrity: • for that purpofe he called upon them now to come 
^forwaldj*and decKtre their fentiments. If they examined th^pre^* 
-feifllfttuarioflMOf this country, and th> condition of our allies, he 
tdfay, ^without tjuarrelfiog with any of their former 
deciffejP^hat their L 5 rd(bjps mud find it to be their duty to come 
th fopF^^fto propofition at this time-different from what they had 
altjaufy «xlaredtO:^e their opinion. In this there would not be any 
i. to tjfrattaehSd to their Lord (hips, bdeaufc they were controlcd - 
^unavoidable eyeftts. It was needlefs for him to fay much to im~ 
hfca upaii $c Houfe; - He flsottld defire theiHLorddiips to 
iutifrik dtetfrtuatiort ofthis country two yeairs ago in point of alliance, 
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connexion, and fuppofed profpedf of fuccefs, and {p-took at it now* 
Here his Lordfhip took a view of our fituattoq both externally and 
internally, to enforce the necefiity of the Houfe coming to a deter* 


jmiwrtfBhpsiiajt might tend to remove fome of the difficulties under 
'which the countr^vhoured in tliis war. He ohferved, aflat even the 
iV cxpcncc of this war^nld, if long continued, be the min of this 
jr^ition, for there was rot now any one of the allies of the whole 
~ confederacy againft France, who mutt not be eventually in, the*pay 
of Great Britain, except the kingdom of Spain. The King of 
Pruffia had made a feparate peace with France, in doing Which he 


had,aIfo m^dc certain ftipulations, laying the foundation-former* 
^St^s.sf the Empire to do the feme, fcvcral of which had (face ’ 


evinced an inclination to do the fame; and by a fecond treaty which 


had lately appeared, they had actually dope fo. We were 4 $v.se- * 
fore now left with fcarcely any other ally that could be fairly cettai, 
fo,; or that could ferioufly be relied uporty except the Emperor i ^ 
fhrange to tell, he on the fame day that his Convention w a# 4qgoe<§ 
at Vienna! with the Kihg of Great Britain for carrying on gfoe tpffcf 
with activity and energy, in coafideration of the loan to begpfraJ*. * 
teed by this country, his rcfcripfcto the States of the Empire Wta#- 
livered to the Diet of Ratifoon, by which-he agrees to negpsiatp. fo* 
a peace between the Empire and the French as ioon as pc^fibhc^i*. 
This was a line of cohduft which very much forpvifed him,* pat 
which, whatever might be faid as to a man's acting different ports 
in different capacities, he contended afforded confideftble eauffe of 


fufpicion as to the fincerity of the Emperor’s intentions; and if his 
intentions were not finccre, on whom had this country to depend 
for any affiftanec in the next campaign ? It was impo 0 UUt Jfrat any 
of their Lordfhips csouhl look to Spain as an a&ivc ally, for repasts » 
fpoke very loudly that the Court of Spain were actually in mgoct&. 
lion—be that as it may, Spam cannot give us any mater$l aflUfe. 
ance. The King of Sardinia was fo fouated, his tordfhip faid^ 
that there was too much rcafon to apprehend, that if any reafonabfe 
2 ferms were offered him by the French, he would be ready tomcon* 
elude a peace, and by that means prefent an dbftaele to the ahnoft 
only way which was left to the Emperor to make an attack upon 
France. If we looked to all the powers on the continent, we tiibuhl 
find them all fubfidkted by tins country, and yet all eager to make 
peace-—even the Emperor, at the head of the Empire, had eon- 
fefled himfelf ready to do fo; but then great ftrefs was laid by,Ad- 
minitlration on bis vigorous exertions, as King of Hungary and Bor 
hernia. Hs could by no means join in this opinion, pot did he fee, 
by wkat means die King of Hung try and Bohenua could give us 
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that affiftance which would be neceffary to render ariother campaign 
of the lead ufe to tfiis country. That he was exhaufted to the loweft 
poflible ebb in his refources, no one could deny; it was only ne¬ 
ceffary to advert to his feveral declarations madetg^lKS'peopirSf^e 
Auftrian Nether^nds—to the Diet of RatipxfnTand to the people 
of Germany after his troops had retreate<hKeyond the Rhine. In ap% 
thefe he declares, in the moft ferious and oofirive rtianrter. 
they do not effectually exert themfelves to affift him with fupplies of 
money, he could .not poflibly duty on the war any longer* If then, 
he coidd not laft year carty on the war without fupplies, when he 
was aided and affifted by die greateft confederacy that Europe had 
ever known, how was it poflible to conceive, that he ca imwr#a ny 
on the war with arty effeft with no other power to aflift him than this 
country ? We had originally been no patties to the war. We came 
into it only as auxiliaries to an ally, and now he forefaw that we 
ihould.foon be the only principal left in it, after having paid all the 
cxpenccs of thofe who had been hitherto concerned in it. This dou¬ 
ble capacity of King of Hungary and Bohemia,, and Emperor of 
Germany, in which the fame perfon a&ed fuch very different parts, 
puthim hf mind of a paffage* in a mock tragedy which he would 
mention, He believed moft of their Lojrdfhips had feen, and that 
many of them admired, the Critic ; the paffage he alluded to 
..was,.; where the Heroine, TilSurina, is interceding with the Go- 
hrernor, her fether, in behalf of her Hero and Lover, Whiske- 
Rakdos, where (he fays, * 


■ ► ** Can you refift the Daughter and the Suppliant V* 

The Govtrnor anfwers, ** The father’s Joftened % but the Go- 
' ventOr’s rtjolvtd." In much the fame light he apprehended the 
Emperor to be feftened, and the King of Bohemia to be refolved. 
This called alfo to his recollection a paflage in a veiy brilliant fpeech, 
.madeby a celebrated Orator now no longer in Parliament (Mr. Burke), 
where he mentioned a law-fuit between a Duke of Lancafter and 
the KMfof England, the expenecs of which amounted to fixtcefT^ 
thdtofand pounds ; if was faid, ’ no matter who gains the caufe, the 
poor King of England muft pay for all; fo here he was afraid in 
rills wkk would be found, that the poor people of England would, . 
In {^fend, have all to pay. His Lordfhip then took a view of our 
fixation, in the Weft Indies, and expreffed great, apprehenfions-for 
4pur fofety in that quarter. It might be faid that there exifts no ■ 
government in France with which wc can treat; to which he would 
anfwer, that it would not be found in any good book on the law of 
nations that a Government acquicfcyd. In may not be treated with j 
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and he could give many inftances of this from the hiftory of this 
country. If there was any difputc as to what is the law of nations* 
he would anfwer, it was to be underftood from the practice of nations 
from time jto time, arifing out of the common fcpfe and convenience 
pfr mahlTincfr > ^i^h at objedtion was there to $|mowl$dge the Go¬ 
vernment of France'? <Die other powers of Europe, except Ruflia, 
whole fuccefs, as a friendV) liberty, he (hould deplort, had already' 

. .Every power, except this country; nay, even wei, batft 
ncgociated with them, for we had propofed an exchange of prifbners; 
But there was an argument which had been often ufed, and which,, 
perhaps, would be ufed to-night; that tf any negotiation waSttfrtakfe' 
place, it fhould be left to Minifters: to which he apfwered, wchadT 
feen r*o wifh of this kind exprefled by Minifters, but always the con¬ 
trary, and therefore he thought that Parliament ought to interft&fef 
He was almoft convinced that their Lordihips were governed bytftb 
fame principles as thofe which prevailed during the war with Ame- 
rica. But there was lefs excufc for the Houfe not interfering t Jfeittf 
at that time. In that cafe there was a claim made oh the part of 
this’ country to remain for ever .Sovereign of America—III his opi¬ 
nion an abfurd and ridiculous one; but there was that claim. What 
was the claim to the Government hl^FVance ? We had^fte title bf 
their Monarch ; he dared to fay the French Republic woftld nctf 
putc about that tide. If e was confident they felt a dffpofitidn for 

peace, and he thought that the Parliament of Great Britain (hould 
manifeft a limilar difpolition; if wc did not do fo, he thought", that 
we fhould fogp be in a ctrcadful fituation; he faw nothing left“thaii 
the total ruin of this country, in carrying on this war. He efttreated 
their Lordfhips to look at the fituation of the poor, who, although 
they had hitherto with loyalty borne their burdens, yet, it was’ pdflible 
to over-load both their patience and ability. He had heard, thaP 
this war was to fupport our Conftitution; he did not believe it; fot' 
that Conftitution muft be a Bad one indeed, which required perpe¬ 
tual war to preferve it. ' With regard to the idea, that their Lord¬ 
fhips were bound upon a certain point of honour tdf foppott Admi- 
ni(nation, having fo frequently voted confidence tb-them, an<f|jb* 
caufe they believed that Mr. Pffr was a great financier, he muft ob- 
ferve that this was veiy contemptible cafuiftry) for they wot bourief 
in honour to do nothing that had not for its object the#ftlfert of 
the State j befides, he few no evil' corifequeiricJs'df; any kirtd wiih. 
regard to Minifters in the bufinefs which he |ubmittedtofheir 13 - 
Khips. "He then concluded with moving afil Adfitefa tolfil 
jeftjr. 

Vot. XLII. 3 U“ 
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The following is a copy of the Addrefs, as publifhed by hU 
Lordfliip, with the notes and illuftrations with which it was accom¬ 
panied : 

THAT an bumble Addrefs be prefented to His Majeftr, ibstj^is 
Maiefty’s dutiful and loyal fubjects, the Lords Spiritual and Temporal— 
in Parliament aflembled, have, during the war 4 n which fo great a part 
of Europe has been involved, repeatedly riven every afTurancr, that 
nothing fliould be wanting on their part thalcould contribute to thatfi^tt* 
and, effectual fupport which His Majcfty had fo muctrreafon to expert 
from a brave ana loyal people. 

: That at the commencement of the prefent war this Houfc faw, with 
fatisfa&ion, “ the United Provinces protefted from invafion, the Aultriau 
Netherlands recovered and maintained, and places of conftderable im¬ 
portance acquired on the frontiers of Prance,”* and that whilftwf con¬ 
curred fully in the juft and benevolent fentiments of His Majefty’s de¬ 
claration gratioufly communicated to this Houfe, in which His Majcfty 
has ftated, that “ it never could be his intention to employ the influence 
of external force with refpeft to the particular forms of government to 
be eftabliflicd in an independent country.”| It was with plcnfurc w« 
looted forward to that happy profpedt cf fpeedy and permanent peace, 
which the fuccefs of His Majcfty’s arms, and thewifdom and moderation 
of his declared intentions feemed likely to fecurc. With unimpaired 
seal, however, we allured His Majcfty, that, “ relying with confidence 
on the valour and refources of the nation, and on the combined efforts of 
fo targe a part of Europe, we w&Hd, on our parts, perfevere with’vigour 
and union in our exertions.”^ 

That more recently we have feen with extreme concern the rapid and 
alarming prog refs of the French arms, and <hcard with pain, § in His 


'*■ See the Addrefs of the Houfe of Lords,,in anfwer to the King’s 
fjpeeeft, the aift of January, 1794. 

+ Seethe King’s Declaration of the 29th of October, 1793, in Dc- 
brett’s State Papers, Yol. 1 . p. 138. 

4 See Debrett’s State Papers, Vol. II. p. 460. ■ 

■$ The following countries have been conquered by France fince the 
commencement of the prefent war: 

The ten provinces of Brabant, Antwerp, Mechlin, Limburg, Lux¬ 
embourg, Namur, Hainhault, Artois, Cambrefis, and Flanders, form¬ 
ing the Auftrian Netherlands, and formerly fubjedt to the Emperor of 

The^evcn United Provinces of Holland, Zealand, Friefland, Gra- ~ 
ntngen,' O veryflcl, Guelderland, and-Utrecht, forming the Dutch na¬ 
tion, and {prmerl&fubjefSt to the Stadtho| 4 cr. 

ThsjMncipality of Liege, with the cities of Liege and Spa, for- 
to the Pnnce Bifhop,. as Sovereign of that country. 
"Sifhopric of Spires, with its chief city, formerly fubjedt to its 
gft biftiop. . 

Bifoopric of Worms, formerly fubjedt to its fovcrcign bifliop. , 
Duchy of Deux Ponts, formerly fubjedt to the Eledtor Palatine. 

- ou the Electorate of Treves, on the louth fide of the Rhine, with the . 
• r * chief city of the Electorate, and foe city of Coblenu. 
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Majefty’s ,mo(l gracious fpecch from the Throne at the commencement 
of the prefent icifions, the confirmation of the melancholy “ difappoint- 
ments and reveries”* experienced in the courfe of laft campaign, and 
fincc fo fatally illu ft rated by riic i'ubvcriion of one of the moft rcfpeftable 
government? in Europe, the antient, the natural, and the moft import* 
a,*’.'*, ally of Gre<u Britain.f With unrelaxed energy, however, we de- 

—. —. - ..-1 • 

All the Electorate of Cologne, on the fouth qf the Rhine, with it% 
chief city. , V ’ 

'I*hc chief part of the Electorate of Mentz, on the foutli of the Rhine. 

All the dominions of the Elector Palatine on the fouth of the Rhine. 

The Duchy of Juliets, with its chief city, Ak-la-Chapellcf for¬ 
merly fuhjcCt to the Elector Palatine. 

The Duchy of Clcvcs, with the city of Clevcs, formerly tabic# to 
fhc King of rruftia. 

I11 the South, the Duchy of Savoy, with its chief city Cliaipbcrry, 
formerly fubjcCt to the King of Sardinia. 

The City and Conftadt of Nice, formerly fubjedt to the fame. 

The Principality of Monaco, formerly fubjedt to its Sovereign Prince.? 

From Spain, the greateft part of their rich provinces of Bifcay and 
Catalonia, with their important garrifons, cities, and fbunderies. . 

*' See the King’s fpcccli, Dec. 30, 1794. 

-j- Extract from the regifer of the rqjjphttions of their High Msghiiaeffit' 
the States General of the TJnitcJ Provinces. 

Monday , February 16, 1795* ‘ 

After a preliminary deliberation, it is found good and intended to re-, 
folve by thefc prefents, that a commiflion of the aflcmbly of their High 
Mightinefles fliall be appointed to make known to the reprefentativeSrof 
the French people at the Hague the refolution this day entered intawithq 
refpedt to recognifiug the fupreme power of the people of the Dow Coun¬ 
tries, the declaration of the rights of men and citizens, and the abolition 
of the Stadcholderatc, as well as of the dignities of Captain and Admi¬ 
ral-General in all their relations, and the difcharge from the oath on the 
foi-dilant conftitution, by delivering to them a declaratory a& in which 
the points aforefaid are detailed; to conftitute this com million, the Ci¬ 
tizens Van Haerfolt, ■ Lcftcvcoon, Forften, Van Citrera, Stirk, Van 
Licrfchoten, Scuylenberg, Van Pallande, and the regifter Quarles, are 
required and charged with the farther requifition, to make known on 
this occafion to the reprelcntatives aforefaid the ardent defire..,of their 
High Mightinefles, and of the people, who love the rights and liberties 
of the United Provinces, to form a talid confirmation between the two 
nations, as two republics equal,and independent, and to conclude an al¬ 
liance upon conditions realonable and equally advantageous on both fides, 
in order that in this manner may be laid the foundation fo much wiftied 
for of the ftrifteft fraternity between two nations yet mentioned in the 
hiftory of the human race, of which fraternity the certain confequenccs 
may be very well calculated and forefeen, as being extremely lalutaiy 
both for the French and Dutch people, and for the advancement and 
contamination of a general peace in Europe. 

The regifter Quarles-being required to communicate to the reprefea ta- 

3U2 
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clared our cordial fupport of fych mcafurcs as His Majefiy in his wif- 
dom ihould think ncceflary,” and at an early period of this feffion re- 
folved, 

. “ That under the prefent circumflnnces this Houfe feels itfeif called 

Upon to declare its determination firmly and ficadily to fupport His Ma- 
jefty in the vigorous profecution of the prefent juft anjJ ncfMterr war, 
as affording at this time the only rcafnnable expectation of permmu-nt ic> 
curity and-peace to this country; and that for the attainment oi thefij 
objeas this Houfe relies with equal confidence ou His M-nelly's intention 
to employ vigoroufly the force and re'ources of the country in lopport 
of its eflential intertils; and on the delire uniformly rtunilVfted by His 
Majelly to effc£l a pacification, on jut! :md honourable (pounds, with 
•any government in France, under whatever form, which Hull appear ca¬ 
pable Of maintaining the accitftomed rcL lions of peace and amity with 
other countries."* 

That we now, however, approach His Majefiy at a moment, -when 
in the-commencement of another campaign we for. ourfelves dtferted hy 
fome of thofe allies on whole powerful affiflai.ec and co-operation His 
Majefiy during the laft campaign mainly relied. + and when others, to 

VI , 

tires of the French people, that the commilfion aforefaid will take place 
on Wefinefday next, at one o’clock in the afternoon. 

Compared with the original. 

J.G.H.ITahn. 

(A true Copy) H. Quarles. 

* See the amendment on the Duke of Bedford’s motion, the 27th Jaiff 

f On tlie 28th of April, 1794., Lord Grenville prefeuted to the Houfe 
of -Lords, and Mr. Dundas to the Houfe of Commons, the following 
roefihge from His Majefiy: 

GEORGE R. 

His Majefiy has ordered copies of a treaty, which has been figned at 
-the Hague by the Plenipotentiaries of His Majefiy, and the States Gene¬ 
ral of the United Provinces on the one part, and by the Plenipotentiary 
of the King of Prnfiia on the other part; and likewife of a Convention 
agreed upon between the refpe&ive Plenipotentiaries of His Majefiy and 
the States General, to be laid before the Houfe: ami His Majefiy, rely¬ 
ing, on the zealous and affe&ionatc fupport of his faithful Commons, in 
th$ vigorous, profecution of the war in which he is. engaged, recommends 
it to mis Houfe to confider of making provilion towards enabling His 
% JHajcAy to fulfil the engagements which His Majefiy has entered into, 
as well as to defray any extraordinary expences which may be incurred 
for thejftjfece of the prefent year, and to take, fuch mcafurcs as theexi* 
gtnemJipEiirs may. require. 

1 G. R. 


On the 30th of April it was moVed in the Houfe of Commons; in a. 
G qffi mittee of the whole Houle, 

f $That it is the opinion of this Committee, .that a fum not exceeding 
. fwo millions, five hundred thouland pounds be granted to His Majefiy, 
.’‘for the fervice ofihe year 1794, to enable His Majefiy to make good his 
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protcft whofe intprefts His Majefty JSginally interfered, are unfortu¬ 
nately thrown into the feald of our enemies.* Thinking it our bound?* 
duty humbly to Rate our conviction that it k the general opinion of hit 
people, that no piobable advantages to be obtained by continuing the 
war with the prefent (late of His Majefly's alliances, will* bear the flighted 
companion with the lblid benefit likely to accrue from, an immediate £fe» 
goci.iC<on sor peace. 

i ha: u knout entering into a painful enumeration of domcftic difirefles, 
wha'h, as they early ca led forth the falurary and healing interpofition 
of tin' Lep'lli.ture, f cannot have ereaped His Majefly’s paternal attention.; 
or without minutely detailing the difficulties which embarrafsj every ftate 


cn:;u_t*‘*ment with llis Majefty the King of Pruflia, to beraifed by way of 
loan on i‘* v ihet]uc*’ bills, &c. 

JV!Jr. Fox moved in amendment, to infert the fum of I, i jo,oool. laftetd 
of the fum o! 2,500,0001. which was negatived by i34againfl 33.. The 
original motion was then put and carried. 

( -* 

* Extra ft of a Treaty of Alliance, offenfive and defenfivc, concluded between 
the Republic of France and the Republic of the United Provinces *' Hague, 
May 12, 1795. * 

Art. 1 . The Republic of France acknowledges and guarantees the in¬ 
dependence of the Republic of the United Provinces, as alfo the aboli¬ 
tion of the Stadfholderfliip. 

II. There flinll be a lading peace, .amity, and good underflanding, 
.between the two Republics* 

III. There (hall alfo be an alliance, offenfive and defen five, againft 
all the enemies of the relpcftive Republics, during the prefent waif,. 

IV. There (hall alfo be a lading alliance, offenfive and defenfive, 
againd Great Britain. 

V. No treaty (hall be entered into with Great Britain, without the 
confent of the two Republics. 

VI. The French Republic (hall make no peace whatever with any 
power, without comprifing in it the Republic of the United Provinces* 

VII. The Republic of the United Provinces (hall furniftifor the pre»” 
fent campaign 12 (hips of the line and 18 frigates, for the North Sea dad 
the Baltic. 

VIII. The Republic of the^ United Provinces fliall furnilh for the 
prefent campaign half the number of the troops which the Republic fliall 

, have on foot. 

IX. All the forces employed in nfttul fervicc fliall be tinder the com* 
mand of French Generals. The arrangements for the campaign (ball 
bt? made in concert. The States General may fend a deputy, who Qiull 
(it and have a deliberate voice in the Committee of Public Safety a f 
Paris. 

X. As an indemnification for the espcnces of the war, the Rcpubjic 
of the United Provinces (hall pay to the Republic of France one hundred 
millions of livres, either in Ipecie or in bills upon foreign powers, at 
fliall be agreed upon. 

f See Commercial Credit Bill. 

J Extra ft from the Exhortation of the Prince de Saxe Cebourg, dated 
Fouron le Comp/e, *July 30, 1794. « 

“ Rife, then, German brothers and (riends! on you will depend the 
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in Europe that now remains iirtflliancc with His Majefty, we truft that 
the mere fuggeliion of thefe important conliderations will induce His 


making it poffiblc for your deliverers to live or die for your defence. I 
myielf, a German Prince, full of folicitude, not lefs for the fafety of 
my country than the prefervatiob of my warriors, call upon you. Pro¬ 
cure us fubliftence, bring us provifions from your magazines. Think 
that in forwardiug to us thcl'c painful fuccours, von fccurc, at the fame 
time, your approaching harveir. Share with us your favings. To obtain 
what wc want, employ the trcnfurcs of your churches : give yourutenlils 
and vales of lilver to the Emperor, for the pay of your defenders. You 
will receive receipts for the payment in due form, and you will be paid 
intereft for the pecuniary aids you have thus procured. Replace tlic rc- 
fources of Belgium, which have been cut oft'from us, and now flow for 
our enemies. Nurfc and relieve, with a folicitude full of charity , i our 
iick and wounded.” 

This exhortation, we find, did not produce its defired effcCt, for, in 
His Majefty *s mcflhgc on the Aullrian loan, it is ftated, that lome tem¬ 
porary advance which His Majefty was induced to make for the imme¬ 
diate lupply of the Auftrian army, under the preflure of unforefeen cir- 
cumftances, in the latter part of the laft campaign, will be included in 
any arrangement. 


Sobftanceof a Decree of the Imperial Courts Hated Vienna , Attgnft 13, 1794, 
andprefentedfoon afterwards to the Diet of Ratisbon. 

Unfortunately, fincc the month of laft January’, the ncccffity of in- 
•reafing the forces of the empire is become molt urgent. 

The war, on the part of the enemy, from the violent mcafures taken 
by the ruling party in France, and from thd formidable fuperiority of 
numbers of their armies, having taken the appearance of the molt oblti- 
nate offenfivc war, renders even the dcfenlivc operation of the combined 
powefa not only painful and difficult, but requires an extraordinary ex¬ 
ertion, combination, and union of power, to refill the deftruftive enter¬ 
prises of enthufiaftic hordes, encouraged by various and alarming fuc- 
ccfles; which exertion and extraordinary eftbrts, on our fide, are the 
more prefling, and require the fpcedier to be put into execution as there 
is no time to'be loft, left the evil fliould rife to a degrcejwhich would 
render the united farces of the empire infufficicnt to Hop its progrefs. 

The country being in danger, ought fo found the alarm bell through¬ 
out the German empire. The meafure of a quintuple contingent cannot 
but be an afflicting effort for the paternal hemt of your imperial fove- 
relgu. I hs'Majefty, however, hopes that fuch a mrafure, confidcring 
the ftrdTcnt urgent circumftance, and the population of the German cut- 
'pire, w|£ not be looked upon as extravagant. The Emperor thinks it al- 
mojt * 0 Mseflary farther to declare, that, on account of the facrifices made 
dttrtnfffir three laft ohftinate campaigns in men and money, that His Mafcfty, 
vfithopst'the co-operation of the fates of the empire , is totally incapable by 
himjAf to continue the proteUioti of the empire, bis domeftic refources being 
entifm exhaufted, by having already ft rained all the political nerves of bin 
hereditary dominions for the defence and protelliott of the empire. 

lUxtratlsfi om the Memorial of the Imperial Minifter Count Schlick, to the 
Aftmbly of the Cinle of the Upperftbine , prefented on the ibth ofAuguft, 
14 - . ' 

putting on foot fuch numerous armies; the great expcnce of 
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Majefty fpcedily to ufe every honouralRfc and expedient means for reftor- 
ing the neceffary bleiUngs of peace. 


maintaining them with the current coin of the empire, the events of the 
war which have fucceeded each other with fuch rapidity and changes of 
fortune, have required immenlc fums, which it was neceffary to fend from* 
the hereditary llates into foreign provinces, and to fupply this Hia Ma- ■ 
jelly has facnficed, with an unexampled generality, his own revenues, 
the voluntary fubfidics of his faithful fubjefts, and his individual abi¬ 
lities. 

The fpiritual and temporal communities of the fuperior and lower 
dalles are ft ill poffelled of trealures which remain untouched, but which 
might be beneficially applied. The people of property, of every delcrip- 
tion, have a credit, which they ought to lend to raife great fums of mo¬ 
ney to complete that which the lloufeof Auftria, after fuch an itnmcnfir 
inliui of money into the empire, only drawn from its own hereditary do¬ 
minions, is no longer able to atibid by itfclf. 

His Majefty's mcjjlfge to the two Houfes.of Parliament accordingly 

That His Majefty t hinks it proper to acquaint his Houfeof Parliament* 
that he has received from the Kmperor ftrong all'urances of a difpaiitian 
to make the grc&teft exertions for the common caufc in the courfe of tho 
next campaign; but it is reprefented, on the part of his Imperial Mfe 
jefty, that tliefc efforts cannot be made without the alliftance oka loon, 
which his Imperial Majefty is delirous of railing on the eredit of the re¬ 
venues of his hereditary dominions, under the guarantee of His Majefty 
with the concurrence of Parliament. 

With regard to our other German allies, Parliament has this year jotted 

To the Elector of Hanover ^.495,655 f 

Landgrave of Heffe Caffcl 333,253 
Heffc Darmftadt 76,076 
And to Che Duke of Brunfwick 92,242 
The King of Sardinia receives annually, by treaty, 200,000 

The reduced fttuation of Spain may be collected from the nature of the 
refources it had rccourfe to even during the laft campaign. 

1 , 

Extraft from the Madrid Gazette, Sept. 2nd, 1794* 

The various events of war, having fincc the commencement of this 
fecond campaign, occafioned great expenccs and Ioffes which could hot' 
be forefeen when the calculation of the neceffary funds to condu£t it 
were made in the outfet, and it having become indilpenfable tofeek. 
new means tofccurc the intereft, and the confide ruble .capital which 
wilf be wanted to provide with the fame exa&nefs as heretofore for 
the fubftftencc and maintenance of the armies and the licet, rty pa¬ 
ternal feelings Ho not permit me to burden afrefh the poorer part of 
my fubjefts, who, on account of their greater number, contribute ia 
a larger proportion to the exigencies of the ftate, and at the fame 
time, with iinmenfe hazards and fatigues, expofe their perfons for the 
defence 'of all. I have thought juftice add equity required, that the 
more cafy ciafles-—the mail affluent and thofc who receive more im¬ 
mediate benefits from the government—fliould contribute with its pro¬ 
perty towards the expcnce: upon this principle, and by the unary* 
mom opinion of my council of ftate, among other things, 1 have refolvcd, 
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That it is with pleasure andt^sfartion we reflect, that a negotiation 
fo defirable in itfelf cannot be deemed inconfiftent with any of thole rules 
of the law of nations, which the wifdom of ages and the common content 
of mankind have confccratcd as the leading principles of national inter¬ 
course. For “every nation which governs US/If, under what form fo- 
Aver, without any dependence oft foreign power, is a (overoign Cate,”* 
and the exigence of government sicquiefced in by the people under its 
controul is the ouly feature in the comiit'on of a country to which fo¬ 
reign powers, for the purpofc of dilcovcring a capacity o f negotiation, 
ought to direct their attention, there being no form of government which 
has not {hewn itfelf capable of maintaining the accustomed relations of 
peace and amity with other countries.f x 


that, from the first of the enfuing month of September, adcduTton (hall 
be made in the rcfpe&ive pay offices, from all falaries, peuiiuns, grants,' 
or other affigntnents, enjoyed by the perfons employed in my Royal 
fervice, be it in what department foever, (the military alone excepted), 
cither in Spain or in the Indies, of 4 per cent, on their grofs amount, 
provided it exceeds 800 ducados (about £.160) per ann. and, that the 
same be alfo deducted from the military enjoying the rank of marcfchal 
de camp inclusively, who arc not in the arSlual fervice, observing that 
the Exception I grant to the other officers of my army and navy not 
Serving .the campaign, extends merely to their pay according to rank, 
and not the panhons, falaries, or other grants they may have in any 
other, even Should it be of a military nature; and the amount of all 
foch deductions to continue not longer than- two years after the termina¬ 
tion of this war, {hall be paid from the refpedtive offices into my chief 
tratfury. And moreover, my cot/hfcllors offate homing reprefented to mc 
the mojt ardent and patriotic zeal , that the deduction in their falari s might 
he»$per cent. Jince convinced of the jttfiice and neceffity of the war, they 
were ready to make not only fitch a Jacrifce, J)ut to extend it even to 
their lives and fortunes ; I have thought expedient to accept of their 
loyal and gracious offer j and in confluence the deduction of 25 per 
cent, {hail be made from the falary of every individual counfcllor of State, 
Upon the fame-terms, and under the lame reftriftions and direction as the 
deduction of 4 per cent, aforementioned from the falaries of all other 
placemen and pensioners. 

The clergy in clerical courts are largely taxed by confent of his Ho- 
linefsthe Pope. 

The military orders, national as well as foreign, are taxed 8 per ccnr. 
ouall their incomes in money, and re per cent, on all incomes in kind, 
by amordcr dated 4th February, 1795. 

_ Jhgc^j£ liars have been iifuedto an immenfe amount. 

• * Vittel* 


We find it Stated by a modern author of resetved authority, that 
thwfame power who has a right, qf making war, of declaring it, or di- 
reeftng Us operations, has naturally that of making and concluding the 
treaty of peace. Thefe two powers are connected together, and the, 
latter naturally follows the former. He elfewhere Hates, that a right of 
embafiy (which undoubtedly implies a capacity to negociate) is incident 
t to the existence of a Jovereigtsfiate. And in another remarkable pottage 


A. 1795. £ E fe A ’j| 9 Rk 5«t 

That if doubt ftiould any where exi ft cnF this.fubjeft, a* the law of na* 
tions itfelf is a rule of a&ion growing out of the common c'onfcnt of in*. 
dependent Hites, it cannot fail to be removed by the acquicfcence in t^efe 
dodriues of lb con fide table a number of thofe powers, whofe united au¬ 
thority forms the only competent tribunal in queftions of fuch univerfal^, 
importance to the rights of nations. ' 

Wc cannot therefore refled on the intercourfc maintained by Franco' 
with the United Srates of America, as .well as with the neutral power* 
bf Europe during the whole of the prefent war *, on the treaties lately. 


it is laid down, that foreign nations m.’y receive AmhalTadors and other •• 
Mmillers, even from an ufurper, and lend fuch Miniilers to him. The 
doctrine is aflbiicb by the author in the following clear and expnqf' 
terms: _ • • ,.; 4 ' 

1 Before I clofe this chapter it will be proper to examine a queftion, fa-** 
mous for being often debated, whether foreign nariousmay receive .AgivV 
bafladors and other Miniilers of an uiurper, and fend fuch Mittiftetyjj^ 
him. Here foreign powers, if the advantage of their affainHqyitcs thei#-/ 
to it, follow pollelfion; there is tio "uic more certain, or more agteeqbtatf 
to the law of nations and the independency of them. As foreigner**’ 1 
have no right to interfere in thedomclnc concerns of a pfople, they are^* 
not obliged to canvafs and infped its acconomy in thofe particulars, or ‘ 
to weigh either the jnftice or injuftice of them. They may, if they • 
think proper, fuppofe the right to be annexed to the pofleflion. Whet* 
a nation has expelled its fovcrcign, the other powers which are not wil*:’, 
ling to declare againft it, and would not draw on themfelves its arms or 
enmity, confider that nation as a free and fovereign ftate, without taking.? 
on themfelves to determine svhether it has adedjuftly in withdrawing*' 
from the allegiance of lubjefts and dethroning the Prince. Cardinal 
Mazarine received Lockhart, whoRad beenfent as Ambaflador from tl\» 
Republic of England, an^i would neither fee King Charles the Second 
nor his Minifters. If a nation, after driving out its Prince, fubmits to 
another, or changes the order of fueceflion, %id acknowledges a fove¬ 
reign to the prejudice of the natural and appointed heir, foreign power* > 
may here like wife confider what has been done as legal-—it is no quarrel 
or hulinefs of theirs. At the beginning of the laic century, Charles, • 
Duke of Sudcrmania, haying obtained the Crown of Swedph, to the 

S >rc]udiceofSigifmund, King of Poland,, his nephew, was foo'n acknow- 
edged by molt Sovereigns. Killeroy , Minifter of Henry the IVth, 
King of France, at that Court, in a memoir of the 8th of April, 1608, 
plainly faid to the prefldent Jeamin, all theft reafons and confderations 
Jball not hinder the King from treating with Charles , if he finds it. to be b : » 
interefif and that of his kingdom. 

Vattel, B. iv. C. 2 , 

• * 

9 ,-v« , ^ 

* Ext raft of an Anfwer framify Republic of Genoa to the Official 
Note from the Emjfiiror, dated February 1794. 

That at prefent the Republic was trioft grievoufly opprefled by the 
Britifli navy; that there was no probability of the French committing 
9 ny violation of territory againft the Republic, becaufe that nation had 
always more particularly refpeSled the neutrality of Genoa than the combined 
powers j and that above all, the Republic of Genoa was determined to 
perfeverein the obfervaned of th? flri&eft neutrality. 

Vol.XLII. 3X 
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:oncludcd with the Duke of Tufcany, the King of Pruflia, and the pro- 
rifional Government of Holland; on the negociations that have Seen 
carried on by Spain, and on the firong declarations of dclire to negociate, 
recently made by His Majefty’s intimate ally, the Emperor, as head of 
the Germanic body f, and feriouily maintain a doubt of that capacity to 


£xfra£l from Counter-Declaration of the Court of Denmark, in Reply 
to the Memorial delivered by the Brittjh ]\iimjler. 

The nation (meaning France) is there, and the authority which it ac¬ 
knowledges is that to which application is made in cafes concerning indi¬ 
viduals. The commercial connexions fubfift likewife in the lame man¬ 
ner as they did between England and France, as long as the latter chofe 
to preferve peace. The nation has not ccafcd to acknowledge hpr trea¬ 
ties with us, at leaft, flic conforms hcrfelf agreeable to thofc treaties. 
At flie appeals to them, fo do we appeal to them—and frequently with 
good fuccefs,' both for ourfelvcs, and even in favour of thofe fuhjeXs of 
flie Belligerent Powers who commit their cffeXs to the proteXion of our 
flag. Ita cafe of refufal and delay, we have frequently been obliged to 
hear, and often reluXantly, that they only ufed to make reprilals, iince 
the nations with whom they were at war, (hewed & little regard to their 
treaties with us; and thus the neutral flag becomes the victim of errors 
which it cannot reproach itfelf with. The path of jufticeJlill continues 
open in France. 


ExtlraRfrom the Edtft of the Grand Duke of Tufcany, ijfued in March 
1795, announcing the Peacejwith France. 

Whilft his Royal Highncfs enjoyed the fatisfaXion of feeing that Tuf¬ 
cany, fuperior as it were, to the occurrences of the times, refled peace¬ 
ful and quiet on that neutrality, which was conftantly refpeiled by the 
French Republic , he found himfclf involved in thofc unpleafant tranfac- 
tiontf, which are alread^pown to all Europe. 


t Refcript of the Emperor, prefented hy the Imperial Minijler to the 
. Minijters of the States of the Germanic Empire, at Ratijbon, the 
4th of May, 1795. 

The Minifters of his Imperial Majefty arc charged to declare, in the 
name of His Majefty, the Emperor and King, to the Envoys reprefent- 
ing the feveral Princes and States of the Holy Roman Empire, that His 
Majefty is ready to enter into negociations with the French Republic. His 
Majfefty, without being too mindful of his own intereft, will cwfult 
thereby the real welfare of the Empire, and. make it his foie care to pro¬ 
cure to die Empire, an acceptable,t folid, and permanent peace. 'But 
his Inuwial Mftjefty has, alio, at tae.i&mc time, the juft confidence in 
all hirCo-States of the Empire, that- tney will co-operate with all their 
power, to accompliili this aefirable end, and not enter into lcparatc ne- 
jfoebtions with the French Republic. His Imperial Majefty cxpcXs, 
ho^SVer, the fpeedieft declaration! on this fubjeX, and the Imperial 
-Cpmmilfioner will foori prefent a declaration from the Emperor and King* 
explanatory of the fentiments of his Imperial Majefty, In other refpeXs, 
* '^Imperial Majefty ^cannot conceal, that the feparate treaty of peace 
Eluded on the part of His Prufiian Majefty, even in his quality of a 
■jand Co-State of the Empire, hai been molt uncxpeXed to him. 

m%. a 
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negociate which fo many powerful ancWSfeependent ftatcs have acknow¬ 
ledged, and to whofe decifion His Majefty has added the acqutefcence, 
and in a manner the authority, of this country, by a late million to. the 
Continent to negociate an exchange of prii'oners: for w tf humbly con¬ 
ceive, that a nation cannot abiblutcly be thought incapable of maintain¬ 
ing the accuftomed relations of peace and amity, which is treated With at 
capable of preferving and performing the ftipulationa which may be en¬ 
tered into tor the humane and civiliied purpofe of alleviating the rigofftt 
of war. • * , 

That we humbly beg leave to allure His Majefty, that in thus anxioufljr 
recommending a fpcedy ncgociation for peace, we do not merely con¬ 
template the general advantages which this country always derives from 
a ftate of repole and public tranquillity. But as we have feen witn grief 
(whilft wc have been occupied in confidering the capacity of the presto 
Government of France to treat) fucceflive aclertions frohi that ge nep l ~ 
iyftefh of alliance on which His Majefty and his people chiefly grounded . 
hopes of fuccels; lb if this rcluftancc to treat fliould continue, we Cjjjp- 
not now help anticipating with poignant regret thee ventful moment when 
Great Britain may be reduced to the fad alternative of cither providing 
for the cxpences of all the allies, or of lingly maintaining a protracted ' 
and dcftruCtive wsfcjn a caufe not originally her own *, and in which rifts . 
country was embarked with the 2durances of the atlive and zealous fup- 
pott of almoft every European power f. 

That it is with confidence we therefore truft, that His Majefty’s gra¬ 
cious and benevolent mind will be iinprefled by the leparate and combined 
etfeCts of thole powerful conftderations which we the moreanxioufly prefa 
upon His Majefly, as we approach bis thione under a lincere and ure- 
fittiblc conviction, that the fenfe of the nation with whom His Majefty 
is engaged in hoftilities,’ as»wcll as the difpofition of its prefent Govern¬ 
ment, affords no unfavourable opportunity for negpeiation $ j and that. 

* The grounds on wh?oh Great Britain was originally involved in the 
prefent ennteft have been the fubjeCt of muc^ttbntroverly: but it appears 
equally impracticable to difpute the propo^Sfa, that wc embarked in a 
caufe not originally our own. Whether we Engaged for the purpofe of , 
protecting the States General, or united with the Auftrians and Pruffiana 
in their anxious delire to rcltore the bteffings of its ancient government 
to France. 



u vi wviiwii, ■ ■ ^— by declaring -- - — 

jelly reierves to himfclf the reclamations vv hich the intcrefts of his fub- 
“ jeCts, and thole of his allies, Which eon ft ft of the greater part of fcu- 
“ rope, and of the human racejHfender ijidifpehlably ncccffary, refpcCt- 
“ ing the future conduCtof the Republic.” 

X The,following cxtrafts furni^ftrong prefumptions of the difpofi¬ 
tion of the French nation, as well as of the leading men of its Govern¬ 
ment, towards peace; 

Speech ofBuJJy D'Anglos , January 30, 1795. 

And when a part of our enemies, cfilcouraged by our fucccfs, or cn- 
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an ardent and univerfiil wilh for the rcftoration, on fair and honourable 
ground's, of the blelfings of peace openly avowed by many of your Ma- 

• 

lightened by our experience, feem willing to let the earth refpire; when 
the people, indignant at the calamities with which they arc overwhelm* 
ed, feem every where commanding their Governments to put .in end to 
the horrors of war, fome cruel and crafty politicians would perfuadi: them 
that we alone are infentible to the cries of fuffering humanity ; that wc 
alone muft thirft for their blood; that no peace can with us be fale or 
honourable; that the continuation of the w ar is advantageous to them ; 
‘■jmd, ■finally, this abfurd contradiction, that, on the-one hand, our pride 



. ndi&mns, reply to tlicfe calumnies, hold up the light ro evciy eye, and 
1 Vattv^flc thofe Machiavelian Governments which, fporting with the blood 
..6f tpen and the fortune of the people, aim at railing a colollal grearrefs 
cn. the ruin of the principal powers of Europe. We ought to convince 
all virtuous men that vve deteft war without fearing it; that we are 
"always ready to put a flop to its horrors, when a peace (hall be offered to 
us confiftcnt with our dignity, and cr.pabh of guaranteeing our fafety. 
We ought, at the feme time, to luU ertiie the people ot ail nations that,' 
Trcady tonegociafs. with franknefs, we will not fuller our amis to be pa- 
ralifed or our triumphs to be lufpctided by ucgociation, lalfc or ’untie. 

;■ Gambaceres' Speech in the Name of the Committee <f Public Srfefy , 

- yl Marche 1795. 

’ ‘peace j 9 the end of war; fo many wars have been entered into through 
caprice, and continued to promote private inteiell, that Government have 
'given to their luhjcfts the full rondure of their tyranny, ancf tin !r per- 
verfity. It is ambition wjfifrh makes Kings arm ; it v juflice which arms 
the people ; and where ilgxne people who, having difpatchcd the league 
of their enemies, overthrown their projects, and confounded their ambi¬ 
tion, would refufc the moll flattering of all glories, thatot giving peace 
to the world, after having conquered it ? 

’’ The'diplomatic fyftein of a Republic is not embarraiTed like that of 
■ Courts; neither rights of blood, family compadts, nor marriage inte¬ 
nds thwarts its mcafures. It knows no rights but tholr of Nations j 
the human Ipccics is its family, and it allies itfeif only to the interells of 
•tjic people; its policy'ought, therefore, to be Ample and eal'y. Such 
will be yours. * 

■’ : Pt nc/rated with the great principles of the independence of nations, 
of thefottciprecitw. the equality of rights and of duties among political 
fedeSPs, "thofe who will be charged liv'your name to mgociate with the 
Sqfipwho may manifell a pacific difpofition, ought to be able not onlv 
to maintain the lights and thedignuv c.f the’French people, bnt to allure 
4 r nations of external and internal fecurirv of our faith in treaties, and 
of'the equity of our intentions, rcfpecting navigation and commerce'. 

Yon canuot be accufed of perpetuating the honors of war : you will* 
not have to anlVer for the blood which may continue to flow ; the Re¬ 
public, triumphant, prepared to fly to new triumphs, is defirous of peace ; 
he wiflies an univerfal peace, anu/uch a oiie as for ever would allure the 
‘ >fe of the world, ‘ 
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je fly’s allies on the Continent, pervades with equal influence the minds 
ot your Majefly’s loyal, faithful, and affectionate fubjeCts at honied 


Extra ft of a Declaration of the King of Prujfia to the Cc-efdtcs of the, Em* ** - 
fire, relative to the Tteaty of Peace he hat concluded with France . 

Berlin , May t, *795* 

All conflderations on theft-, and many other relations, became certainly 
the more urgent and inviting, as at the termination of the lafl unfucceft* 
ful campaign, the crilis threatened on one fide to reach the irtoft dange« , 
rous point, but on the other, there began to rife in France, from the 
nuns of tiic precipitated lyflcin.ol tenor, a more folid government of 
moderation and temperance, and the wife fentiment of its being in want 
of peace { at this period there could be but one wifi), v but one'longing 
delife in Germany. ■>:'%' *_• 

If after three bloody campaigns, fertile in death and devaftation, the 
rcfourccs of the war were entirely drained, and all hopes of its farther' 
continuance with fucccfs*had vaniflu-d ; if it became powerfully manifest 
that the almighty hand of Providence had given to the torrent of the 
hoftile txploitb at once fo dccifivfc a turn, and that all farther attempts to 
refill it would prove fruitlcfs; if the enemy himfelf is not difindihed to 
embrace the offer of peace, and all hopes appear of obtaining it foonet 
than by an ubilinute continuance of the war, did there ftill remain any 
choice ? Could a wile and humane Prince then wifh to fee the horrors of 
war ip read ftill further, without meafure, and to no purpofe * Were not' 1 
the Provinces 'already overwhelmed with mifery) fufliciently ravaged ? 
Was not in lie ring humanity bent fuflicicnily low ? 

During the late diflurbances in Paris, the opinion of the leading men 
relative to the delire of the people for peace, was flrongly marked by 
their ilfuing a pedclamation, intended to foothc the populace, in which 
hopes were given that a treaty of peace would be lpeedily concluded With 
another of the lending powers in Kurope. 

• * On the authority of the late Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, it appear? 
that the war is unpopular in that part of Hr! Majcfly’s dominions, as he 
flutes in his Tetter to Loid Cntlifle, that by his influence, and the credit 
of the p:-rib ns whom he had employed, &c. he had can fed “ a fptrit-of 

** union and harmony to luccccd to that general difeontent and dilaffisc- 
“ tion, as well againft the fyflem of the former Government as againft 
“ the war itfclf, which at the time of his arrival manifcflly and avowed- 
“ ly pervaded the bulk of the nation.” 

That thole at the head of the Government of this country are not left 
verlcd or lcls praitifed in the little arts and managements alternately ufed, 
fti bring forward or fupprefs the prevailing opinion of the Public according 
to the convenience of its exifling rules, can hardly be doubted; and it 
may be left with fafety to a Pffclic, who have wit celled the art brought 
to a ftateof unparalleled pcrfietfcn, to decide whether Mr. Pitt might not 
long ago have boa fled, with eqiftl juftige, that he had managed to fup- 
prei’s “ that difeontent againft the war, which manifcflly and avowedly 
“ pervaded the bulk of this nation.” . 

The following important places have, in the. courfe of the prefent,fef- 
flon, petitioned the fioule of Commons againft the war s 
Hull, York City, Liverpool, 

Carlisle, Southwark, Workington, 

London, Munchcfter. Dundee, 

Southampton, Safllbury, Colchefter, 

Norwich, Durham City, DamfcrmUne. 
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. Lor 4 GRENVILLE he was willing to accept of 

the proppfition laid down in the Addrcfs, viz. that a fpeedy and ho¬ 
nourable peace was at all times defirable: But we were not embarked 
in this .war, as the npble Lord had fet forth in the Addrcfs which 
he had drawn up fo elaborately; we were not embarked on account 
pf the Dutch, or the navigation of the Scheldt, but by an unpro¬ 
voked aggreflion on the part of the French. With refpedt to the 
queftion of an addrefs to accelerate negociation, in whatever manner 
it might be dii'pofed of, the propofal was liable to this objection, 
viz. that any declaration by any of the Houfcs of Parliament muft 
tend confiderpbly to weaken the hands of Government. Mud not 
the impreffioilimde by this Addrcfs be of a difeouraging nature,.?— 

, It certainly rtiuft: and inftcad, as the noble Lord aflerted, of ftre’ngth- 
cqing the Government, it would be the moft effectual mode of 
Weakening it.—So far from allowing the Executive Government 
to be the principals in the buiinefs, the effedf would be to promul¬ 
gate the idea that Parliament has thought proper to take the bufinefs 
into its own hands, and to take on itfelf the refpenfibility of public 
mcafures. Whatever might have been the original grounds of the 
war, it has become now ncceflfary to continue it—According to the 
rcafoning of thofe noble Lords who chufe to raile the cry of peace, 
we muft treat bccaufc wc cannot continue,the war: To this lie would 
anfwer, that he was as defirous of a juft and honourable peace as 
they could be, but to obtain a juft and honourable peace was im¬ 
practicable in the prefent moment; ami can there be any thing more 
encouraging to an enemy than to bear Parliament make fuch a de¬ 
claration that this country .was not able any longer to carry on the 
'• war, • and by that means infpiring them with the determination not 
rinly to profccute it with vigour, but it would alfo put them upon 
^demanding higher terms than they would otherwife think of doing? 
It would be impoflible to place Government in a lituation in which 
it would be more difficult to make either war or peace, than that 
propofed by the noble Lord. He did not think it worth while to 
detain*their Lordfhips long on a queftion of fucli a nature ; he woqjd 
only advert to a few of the arguments adduced by the noble Lord. 

. With tgjfcedt to the peace of the King of Pruflia and Grand Duke 
bf Tu^Pnyj and the proceedings o£ the Diet of Ratisbon, he de¬ 
fied their Lordfhips to rccollfct, whether thefe very points were not 
expe&cd to take piacc long preyious to their happening. Tlv^next 
grounds on which the noble Lord went, were the refeript of the Em¬ 
peror, and the Auftrian finances: With refpect to the latter, this 
country had found out the means of relieving them without taking 
any- burden on itfelf. It could not be denied that Auftria was ftrong 
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in point of men and military rcfources, and this he hoped-the not 
Lord would have candour enough to acknowledge. In regard to the 
refeript, the objediion made to that was, that it was iiTued at Ratfe- 
bon, at the time that ye concluded the treaty with the Emperor at 
Vienna; this he thought did not prevent the objeft of the war from 
being happily nccomplifhed. As to the rc&foning of the noble Lojfd 
with refpedt to the Emperor, as Member of.the Germanic Bodyattd 
King of Bohemia, it was truly ridiculous; fuch rcafoning would 
fuit Coffee-houfc Politicians, who were little read in the.LawVof 
Nations. It was perfectly confident that the Gerqgnic £mpir£fts 
a body might be at peace, when at the fame tinw any particular 
Member might be at war. Nofwithftanding the defc&ion of thb^ 
King of Pruflia from die general confederacy, the fituation of Frarfee 
was much more alarming than it had been at any former periods 
His Lordfhip afferted, that their finances were in a more ruinotis 
fituation than what he had mentioned when the queftion wasiaft 
agitated. He had ftated the difeodnt on aflignats to be at 7 o—they 
\vcrc now at 95 ; and their expenditure as much in a month as ours 
in a whole year. It was impofliblc, therefore, they could hold it 
out much longer. The noble Earl who brought forward this pro¬ 
portion had paffed over, without the fmalleft notice, the prefent in¬ 
ternal- fiate of France,’which, his Lordfhip faid, was fuch, that 
no dependence could be had on any Government (landing for a fort¬ 
night. The difeontents and dilfcntions among themfelvcs were fo 
great, and in fo many different parts of the kingdom, that if they 
(hould extend themfelves, this country might yet have an opportu¬ 
nity of giving affillance to one party, and thereby give a preponder¬ 
ance to the fealc. His Lordfhip contended, that the Emperor wafc 
able and willing to co-opcrate vigoroufly with this country in the 
protection of the war, and it was politic in us to be allied'with 
him. He faid that the Miniftcrs of this country had no idea of the 
French Government being in a capacity to maintain the relations of 
peace and amity in the million of Sir Frederick Eden—that gentle¬ 
man had been fent to France, not to propofe a negotiation for peajce,. 
but to fee if they were capable of carrying on the war like a civilized 
nation, and it was found tliev were not. Miniflers here had uri-* 
derfiood, that vaft numbers of our brave feamen were rotting in 
jailsjn France, without the common necslTarics of life; they 'had 
therefore determined to try the experiment of an exchange of pii- 
foners with the French, which, contrary to ‘all rules of former 
wars, had been cruelly and ferocioyfiy refufed. The noble Earl had 
afked him a queftion which he owned was not proper to be afkcd— 
ha"d admitted the delicacy of his fituation—and yet had mfmuatodi 
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pretty broadly to their LordffitpTflSt they had offered to enter into 
“ more extenfivc negociations. This was a queftion which he did not 
think ought to have been afkcd, but as it had been afkcd, he would 
anfaer it. He did not know of any fuch intimation having been 
_ made to Sir Frederick Eden. His Lord (hip faid, lie flattered him- 
felf the Houfe would fee the great impropriety of entering into any 
/ jieggciation of peace at prefent. The French were in pofleflion of 
;a great deal, which it' would be impoflible, for die fafety of this 
-Country, and for the fafety of Europe, that they (hould be permitted 
* to keep. The offer to treat now would defeat the pofiibility of that 
: fceing given uj|; and without if, the war mult be profecuted, let 
the confequences be what they might. The prefent fituatio'n of 
f inance was fuch, that there was every profpect of our fuccceding 
to a very great degree, and therefore he (hould certainly give his ne- 
. gativc to the prefent motion. 

V The Earl of GUILFORD thought the fpecch of the noble Se¬ 
cretary of State the moil alarming which had-been made in all the 
difeuflions which had taken place on this fubjed. He faw clearly 
that Miniftcrs were determined to carry on the war, at all events, 
till that and the other Houfe of Parliament (hould interfere and put 
ai&p to it. They feemed refolvcd to rifque the exigence of-the 
cotnitry, rather than the cxiftence of their filiations. Their excufc 
that to enter into any negociation would fliacklc Government. 

; He could not believe that any fuch thing would be the rcfult of a 
negotiation. There was no doubt hut than the Emperor of Ger- 
ft&ny might make peace as a Member of that body, and continue 
tb$.waras King of Bohemia; and that the King of England might 
be at-war with France, and the Elc&or of Hanover at peace ; but 
riotwithffanding this finej}'c y he felt it his duty to endeavour to flop 
the tide of carnage and blood—notwithftanding the prophecies of the 
noble Lord (Grenville) relative to what muft enfuc to France, the 
allies loft province after province, until they were completely drove 
beyond die Rhine. Was it not faid in France, that whenever any 
■ plot, was detected,. that it was carried on by the gold .of Pitt ? And 
could we by proceeding in diis manner to have better opportu¬ 
nities of jpJating? Certainly not, and the .only cfFedFof it would 
'“be,to dqwe the French to defperation. He concluded by giving his 
. ho^tynPRent to- the motion, and his thanks to the noble Earl for 
bringing- it forward. 

Ljdrd MULGRAVE oppofed the motion—he faid, diis was cer¬ 
tainty not a time to treat, when France was in a ftate of fuch in- 
teAdiflention, that even her two fleets were in different parties, 
if thofc who were fo much for negociation, had diaught 
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on the queftion, with whonf tf^^^ijiKI treat—would they with to 1 
treat with the people in Paris," <w 'with thofc at Toulon—would 
they treat with the fleet in Bred Water, or with that at Toulon— 
if they treated with one, the other would be againft them. Every 
exifting circ urn fiance proved that it was not a proper time to treat, 
and therefore, he fliould follow the example of his noble friend 
Lord Grenville, and give his negative to the motion. 

. The Earl of LAUDERDALE replied to the argument of Lord; 
Grenville. life Lordfhip faid, that the noble Secretary of Stated 
had fpoken with great exultation about the million of Sir Frederick 7 
Eden, and had Laid, that Miniflcrs had fent him to France not to 
negoeiate a peace, but to try if they could carry on ..War like a civi- - 
JLrzdl nation, which they had proved they could not. He was forry^ 
to hear the noble Lord exprefs himfelf in thofe terms, for he could 5 
not fuppofe that it was either a ferocious difpofition or want of civi¬ 
lisation, that induced the French to a£l as they had done, on thf^ 
fubjetfl of an exchange of fcamcn. He accufed the noble Lord, arid ‘ 
His Majefty’s other Miniflcrs, of cruelty and ncglcdl to their felldw . 
cduntrymen, the failors of our fleet, now rotting in the gaols of, 
France, in not having endeavoured to Obtain an exchange long before , 
the time they did. Two years had clapfcd, and nothing of this 
kind had been attempted ; and it was not till after the application off*. 
Miniflcrs to both Houfcs of Parliament to rnife men in fuch a wajjt 
as had never before been known in this Country, which being maae 
public, came to the knowledge of the French, who finding our dif* 
trefs for fcamcn at th« prefent jimdlurc, refufed to agree to an ex** 
change. r riiis was the true rcafon of their refufal, arid Miniflcrs 
ought to have prevented it, by a more early endeavour to hfivc’fettled 
an exchange, which might h.ivc been eafily done if it had been at¬ 
tempted. As the bufinefs was managed, it was not propofed to thercf 
as a liberal exchange, but on a narrow policy of getting from then* , 
the failors they had taken; therefore they refufed, in which they-, 
adlcd, wifely. Had Sir Frederick Eden been inftru 61 cd to open a , 
liberal ncgociation for pcacC, there W3s no doubt but they would* 
have treated; but they refufed to treat upon a fubjeft which wild, 
temporary and partial, and which was intended only to enable usto ' 
carry on the war againft them with additional vigour. T - 

Lord GREN VILLEreplied to that part of the noble Earl’s fpcqq&y 
which related to the fuppofed ncgociation for the exchange of feambri* 
prifoners. Sir Frederick Eden’s embafly, he faid, was merely ex-' 
perimental, and as to the aflertion that no overtures had been'made" 
before, he believed that if they had, they would hbt havc/been 'at^ 
tended with much fuccefs.—There *tferc other parts of.the iioble . 
Vol, XLII. 3 Y . * . 
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Earl’s fpeeeh, and queftions pv^lPtSi^MajeAy’s Minifters, to which 
it became them not to give any fort of anfwer to whatever. After 
a idud cry of queftion! queftion! from the Bifhops* bench, 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE laid that he was a little furprifed ■ 
that the eagemefs and cry for the queftion, as well as the impatience 
to get away, proceeded moftly from thofe noble Lords who had not 
been in the Houfe till very late in the debate. He was as unwiU 
ting to detain die Houfe as any man, but certainly fomc farther ex- 
yljUiadon was ncceflary than had been given by the noble Lord re- 
fpeding the delay in applying for an exchange of pufoncis. Two 
years had elapfed before any exchange of feamen lied been thought 
"of, and then the experiment was tried at a time when, after having 
declared to the world, by our mcafurcs at home, the difficulty \\u 
had in getting men for our navy, it was impoffible any propofol for 
^an exchange could be agreed to by the French. He alfo blamed 
hdinifters for not coming forward with a vigorous piefs at firft, 
and then they would have got the men for the navy, whom the mer- 
\<shant (hips had carried out, and, being taken, were now in the 
French prifons. 

Lord GRF.NVILLE faid, that the noble Earl now blamed the 
Miners for having refrained fiom dwindling the commerce and 
trade qf the country as long as poffible. 

^ The queftion being called for, a divifion took place—* 

Not-Contents 53 ; Contents 8. Majoiky 4 5. 


i! Lnctay, 8 tb June. 

* 

Qu the fccond reading of the DatJict Canal bill, and on a mo¬ 
tion for its bring committed. 

The Marquis of BUCKINGHAM moved as an amendment, 
<* that it be committed for this day three months.” 

* Lords COVENTRY, CARLISLE, RADNOR, and CAER¬ 
NARVON fpoke in favour of tlie bill; they were oppofed by Lord 
(ioira at conliderable length, the Duke of Clarence, Lord Moxe- 
ion, ajid the Lord Chancellor. 

jOn A divifion there appeared for the amendment, 
j * Contents, 38 ; Not-Contcnts, 8. 

^ * * 0 

yytfdaf, 9 tb June, to lurjday, 1 6th June, inclufive . 
‘Iterate. 

Wtinejiay, f •Jtb June . 

'Emperor’s Loan bill was read a fccond time, ordered to be 
to-morrow, and read's third timeon Friday next. 
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The Duke of GRAFTOt$|p$0d, that their Lordfhips be fum- 
moned for Friday. 

Thurfday, 18 th June. 

The Prince of Wales's Eftablifhment and Debt bill, the Indih 
Importation bill, the Glafs Duty bill, and feveral other public and 
private bills, were brought up from the Commons and read a 
time. & 

The Prince of Wales’s Eftablifhment bill was ordered to be rd&t 
a fecond time on Monday next, and the Houfe to be fummonetl for 
that day. lj4 

Friday, 19th June. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE requeued their Lordfhips’ attend 
tion to fome obfervations which he had to make to them mfpedtng* 
the bill for providing an eftablifhment, and for paying the debts ofi? 
the Prince of Wales, which was to be read a fecond time on Mott/', 
day next. He took this opportunity of opening the matter to theif < 
Lordfhips, in order that being poflclfcd of his rcafons for the motion? 
he intended to make, they might make up their minds, or at leaft 
fo turn it there as to come prepared upon the fubjedt. His Lordffrip 
faid, that the bill he now alluded to, was founded upon the Prindfc's- 
confent—the preamble recited that it was, and yet it had pa (Ted the 
other Houfe without any proof of this confent being actually given, 
except by what had been faid by a gentleman in that Houfe, that die 
Prince had fo given it. . He faid, that by the forms of that Houfe, 
which he hoped their Lordfhips would never depart from, as they 
were the very fundamental principles of juftice—no bill which con¬ 
cerned a private individual, to which foe confent of that individual 
was ncceflary, could, by the forms of that Houfe, pafs without that** 
confent being proved in fo clear a manner as to be put upon their 
Lordfhips’ journals; and, furely, if fuel) nice care was taken c*f s 
the rights of an individual, thofc of a Prinde were equally defervihg’ 1 
of attention. The bill contained m/iny reftridtions of a very extra-’ 
ordinary nature, and many grants of a very extraordinary kind. It'* 
was ncceflary therefore that the Prince’s confent (hould be fo proved-* 
as that it might be put upon fop journals. No document had hi-j 
therto been produced to the Houfe to this cfFcdl, nor did he feeho# 
it could be fo, except by a meffage from His Majcfty. He hope&, ’ 
th it before the next reading of the bill, fomc of the noble Lords in 
. Adminiflratiun would bring forward fomething of this kind, other- 
wife their Lordfhips, who were the firft Court of Judicature iri 0)6 
kingdom, mud oreak through all their eftablifhed forms,* a 
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dangerous experiment, and a('^'ery fdrible example, or elfc refufe to 
pafs this bill. • His Lordlhip faid he ihould on Monday make, a 
motion, and. begged now to know of the noble Lord (Grenville) 
whether he would oppofe it, viz. for all the Judges to attend the 
Houle; and he informed their Lordftiips that his reafons for dcfiring 
fuch attendance was to put queftions to them for their dccifion, as 
to the legal claim of the Prince of Wales to the arrears of the Duchy 
©f Cornwall, 

The Duke of LEEDS obferved, that with rcfycct to the ncccf- 
■ fity of a mcllagc from Ilis Majcfty, there was a direct precedent, 
Ijot many years back, to the contrary—and this was, that when the 
exchange took place between Somerfet-lloufc, which had been fettled 
as a jointure on Her Majefly, and Buckingham-Houfc, in the bill 
F, ;for effecting which Her Majefty’s confent was ncccflbry, that con- 
fent was given by one of the. Officers of Her Majcfly’s Houfchold, 

; the Earl of Waldcgravc. 

;V The LORD CHANCELLOR left the Woollack, and ftated, 
that ljp thought the noble Lords who had brought this matter for- 
‘ ward were,irregular. In the cafe of private,bills where confcnt Was 
. .neccffary, the bills were read a fiift and fccond time, and the con- 
. fept was only produced before the third reading; that would there¬ 
fore be the proper time to bring the bufinefs forward ; but it feemed 
him that when a bill had actually paffed the Houfe of Commons, 
r which contained a recital of the Prince’s confcnt, that the coming 
/from that Houfe, after puffing through all the forms of it, was ample 
^proof of the Prince’s confcnt having been felly anil regularly proved 
>£tp' them,' and confuquently fuffieient for their Lordftiips to proceed 
. upon. 

.. The Earl of LAUDERDALE differed with the Lord Chancel¬ 
lor as to the point of irregularity ; he could fee no iiregularity in 
^-letting their Lord flaps know, the grounds on which he fnould oppofe 
the -fecond reading of the bill, and contended, that the bill having 
• paffed ihe Houfe of Commons w r as by no means fuflicient proof of 
the* Prince’s confent for their Lordftiips to proceed upon, without 
f departing from their forms and orders, and without flicwing tiftlic 
their Lordfliips were nicely fcrupulous of difpofing of the 
of a private individual, without his iroft formal confent, 
|J at the fame time laying, the property of a Prince, and to 
£v '(great amount,. was to be affedted without any care or attention 
t^pfe forms which were fo rigidly adhered to in cafes of private 
* This ftruck him aS a very extraordinary' doctrine, and. 
ijjod 9 prpcecding, andTuqh as he'hoped their Lordftiips'would 
‘ nteqaiicc, Wftat had'f^lcn from the qoble Duke, refpeet- 
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ing the confent of the Qiiccn,.i|^^^hed his argument, and (hewed 
that fome evidence of confent wa$ rieceffarv. He begged to know 
of Lord Grenville, whether he would oppofc the motion which he 
had mentioned, refpedting the attendance of the Judges. J 

Lord GRENVILLE laid, that his noble and. learned friend ha^ 
certainly been mifapprehended by the noble Earl as to the point ot 
irregularity. His learned and noble friend did not mean to fay, 
that the noble Earl was irregular. In having difclofcd his reaftfc^ 
for what he intended to burg forward, and theieby enabling nobl% 
Lords to turn the bulincfs in their minds, a conduct very candid/ 
fair and liberal ; but only that it was irregular to have drawn the 
matter now into debate. As to the motion of the noble Earl, Tfi~. 
fp«£ting the attendance of the Judges, as far as lie could judge a£ 
prefent, he fhould oppofe it. t ■*. 

The Duke of GRAFTON fupperted the arguments of the Earl 
of Lauderdale, refpedting the ncccflity of adhering to the forms of 
the Iloufc in all cafqsof property, where the confent of the party was 
cxprcfsly ncccflary ; and differed with the Lord Chancellor that the 
circumftancc of the bill having puffed the Houfc of Commons, was 
fufficicnt evidence of the Prince having given his confent.; It cer¬ 
tainly was not; for though the Prince did give his confent to the. 
proportion wiiich was firlt brought into the Commons, the bill^in 
its various ftages in that lloufe, had been fo completely an# totally 
altered, that it was altogether a novel till, and not ly any mean# 
that to which the Prince had originally given his confent, for which 
rcafon his Grace thoiight the confent of the Prince fhould be proved 
to their !,<> rdf hips, according to the ufual and ellablillu’d forms.' 


The Karl of LAUDERDALE then g ive notice, that antecedent 
to the fecund reading of the bill on Monday, he would make a mo¬ 
tion for the attendance of the J udges, and moved that the Lords be 
fummoned.—Ordered. 

The ICarl of MOIRA, in a fliort but imprefllvc fpccch, called 
the attention of the Houfc to a petition which had long beCn'iipbji 
the table, and which, in his mifid, was entitled -to very'ferrous, 
•conndt raiion. In agitating this fuhject formerly, lie had the mi,Sr> 
fortune generally to be oppofed bythatpartof the f foufe technically 
called the Law Lords, notwithftanUing every endeavour to coricilv 
ate their afliftance. His opinions remained the fame on' this fob-* 
jeet tliev had alwavs been, and lie was Hill convinced of tbe nJCef- 

•> • * • % , rtV- ‘ 1 * 

lity that there was for fomething effectual .being done in the maBfef} 
hi.$ only rcafon-for riling to date this now was, by wav' of apologyto 
tliofc who tiiought as he did,, for not having brought ihcffibjdcl (on¬ 
ward iopnef. At the tlin$ lie gave .the notice, he had iio fqafdfrto 
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think that he would have^Krt'ihje to attend that Houfc fo often 


think that he would have >: iKri^|iwse to attend that Houfc fo often 
as he had done. It was no#lisolate in the fclfion to proceed in it; 
?t the fame time, he wifticd it to be known, that he dill had the 
object as much at hesfrt as ever, and was convinced that it could not 


long remain without inveftigation by Parliament. 

The order of the day for the third reading of the Imperial Loan 
bill being read, - 

; Lord GRENVILLE faid, after the ample difeuflion which this 
,fubje£t had formerly undergone, he had nothing tp add, but limply 
to move, that die bill be now read a third time. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid he had long been in habits of 
^approving of the conduit of thofc whom His Majcfty had thought 
proper to appoint as his Minifters. The more he had watched /that 
conduct, and thefonger the country had experienced the calamities 
atnd difgraceful confcquenccs of. it, the lefs was he inclined to give 
them any countenance or fupport: On the contrary, every , tic of 
duty and confcience obliged him to expofc their incapacity, and re- 
fifttheir mcafures, which uniformly tended to the difaftcr and ulti*- . 


,'hnfate ruin of the country. He did expeit that Minifters, particu¬ 
larly theMiniftcr In whofe department this tranfaftion officially was, 
WOuld havp thought it his duty to give the Houfc fomc explanation 
ojfia meafure which he could not hclitate to call one of the mod 


' dangerous and deftruitive that the worft of Minifters in the word 
df times could have propofed. Before thd Houfe was called upon 
'tbdjgree m this meafure, they ought to know what was the real ob- 
Jt&of it; and before they agreed to lay fuch a burden on their con- 
ftituents as this loan would be, they ought to know what were the 
. benefits to be derived from it, and whether, if any could arife, there 
a chance of the terms of the treaty being fulfilled. His Grace 
was 'particularly feverc on the conduit of Minifters rcfpc&ing the 
treaty With the King of Prnfiia laft year, and the fcnndalous failure 
of that Prince in all the engagements he had come under to this coun¬ 
try. This, he thought, ought to Have been a leftfon to Minifters, 
and from the experience of wh^t had patted, they ought to have 
known*what the people felt -.—The bad policy of fuch alliances, and 


the Kttle dependance that was to be had on fuch Courts. Having 
? jftgritd ftrgfeuoufly. againft the bill, he declared he would refift the 
third reafmg of it.. 

^Tha^Xike of GRAFTON followed on the fame fide, and 
^|M$ ; completc;y with the noble Duke, that he would not detain 
the’Hbufc at lchgth, determined, however, after attending to any 
thi^tethat Minifters had to fay ip fiipport of this meafure, to feferve 
a reply as'their arguments might call.for. If the 
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Houfe was to agree to fuch a meafure without better reafons than 
any yet before them, he fcarcely knew language h.irfh enough tode- 
feribc their conduit—Guilty, as he upon his corifcience would think. 


/tve ry man who countenanced it, of facrificing his duty to the Public, 
and betraying the truft repofed in him. He contended that the ex¬ 


perience of what had taken place lad year in the conduit of Pruflia^ 
ought to have put Miniders upon their guard ; and that they ought. 
to have known that by the general and almoft unanimous voice of - 
“ all deferiptions of people in this country the prefent meafure was 
juftly and feverely condemned: This he could eafily collet from 


the company he mixed with, and he believed that company to. be of 


a defeription as intelligent and refpcdlable as thofc that any other . 
Member of that Houfe had acccfs to. He was againft the third ’ 
reading of . the bill. 


Lord GRENVILLE made a fliort reply, conceiving it, as he ■ 
before dated, unnccclTary to go over ground fo. often dated in that 
Houfe before. Before noble Lords complained that this loan was a 
burden upon the people, they ought to know whether it really was . 
fo dr not. In his opinion it neither was an immediate burden, nor 
was it probable that if ever would be a burden on this country. As 
to the noble Duke’s adertion, that the meafure and the conduct of 
Miniders was unpopular amongd the company that he kept, it was ' 
very likely fo to be with all thofc who, like the two noble Duke?,- 
difapproved of the war, and therefore were againft every means for 
carrying it on; but furejy nobody would advife Miniders,-who were. 
convinced of thejuftice and neceffity of the war, to forego what ap-' 
peared to them proper meafurcs, from any dread of unpopularity 
attaching to them from the quarter he had juft alluded to. . As ttf 
the conduit of Pruflia, which certainly had not terminated as Mi- - 
niftersor the country could have wifticd, this was the firft time that" 
he had heard that becaufc wc had been difappointed in one ally, we . 
were not to form any other alliances; or that taking it another'Way, 
becaufc there was a podibility of a treaty being broken, that afforded 
an argument why no treaty fhould be made. He contended that 
thelnajority of that Houfe, the majority of the other Houfe of Par- . 
liament, and the majority of the People at kjtrgc, were for con tin it- > 
ing the war with vigour, until a fafe, honourable and permanent: 
peace could be cftabliflied, and that they were equally fcndblc of tip 
ncceflity and the propriety of Continental alliances, whenever we 
were involved in a war with France. From the prefent meafure 
‘there was much to be hoped, and.little to be dreaded. The incli- 
nations, the intereft, 1 and the fituation of the Emperor, all tended,, 
to give ample- feeurity for the fulfilment of this treaty, and hk’ex-l 
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crtions to'render it as benchCSil Stpoiiible to this country. Except 
* the Houfc of Auftria were fuppofed to be loft to all fenfe of fhame, 
and totally rcgardlefs of good faith in the eyes of Europe, they might 
as well commit an a<ft of national bankruptcy at once, as fail in the ^ 
performance of this treaty. Nor was it to be expected that the Em- 
perof would be guilty of a breach of faith, at a time when he had 
fo many reafons to keep well with this country. After alluding to 
_ fomc other points that had been noticed, he thought it would be a 
wafte of time to detain their Lordfliips, by a repetition of what they 
, had heard frpm him on former occafiony and wholly unneceflary, 
from the conviction and vote of the Houfc at that time. 

“ ' The Earl of LAUDER DALE Lid the extraordinary introduction 
r; 'of this motion to-day, furprifed him as much as it had done his* no¬ 
bble friends, who expected that before Miniftcrs would call upon the 
Hoqfe for their aftent to a mcafure of fuch magnitude, fomc argu¬ 
ments would have been offered to convince them of its propriety and 
utility’. This, however, the noble Lord had completely avoided, 
and told their Lordfhios in rather an extraordinary manner, that 
'afterWhat he had formerlyfaid when the treaty was difeuffed, thfcrc 
Was ho neceffity for his adding a word now. * To thofc who, like 
himtelf, had attended to, and recolleCted the noble Lord’s fpccch 
Wof that day, it muft appear that fo for from going amply into the 
. fubjcCl then, fo as to make all future explanation unne.cefF.iry, the 
noble Lord had ftntcd it as a rcafon for not doing fo, that the time 
'would come when the loan would be difelifted, and then, as w r ns 
his duty,’ he would be prepared for every th'mg that could be faid on 
the fubjcCl. This was the day - therefore on which he muft confider 
- the noble Lord as folemnlv pledged to give the Houfc the fulled in¬ 
formation he could, inftead of treating them in the way he had done, 
by referring them to his former fpccch. This mcafure, he argued, 

. was entirely new in its nature, and never had been refovted to by 
- anv former Miniftcr, even in the worft of times: fo truly novel 

i • * * 

indeed, -that the noble Lord and his colleagues might claim the cx- 
.clufiyc privilege of it, a monopoly of their own Invention. The 


noble Earl then attacked the provifions of the bill, which had been 
a Very improperly called^vife; in his opinion they were extremely 
‘'loofe andlUidequatc to flinyfecurc parpofes, even if the bill had been 
f unexceptionable in its principle. 1 He'went into a j mipute inveftiga- 
’ri<^pr*the terms of the loan, and proved by accurate calculation, 
; fharmey wero as difadvantageous to this country, as the feeurity 
watmuBibus of the Emperor’s fulfilling his part of the agreement. 
•’B'rteifrtaiHed-that the creditors of the Emperor were much.bcttcr 
their own ingenuity than’ the Public were from the attention 
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of Minifters. Me firs. Bayd,?JJSI|ffeld, and Co., fcetned to know 
much heeler how to take core of their own intcrcft than the Minifters 
did how to attend to the interests of the countiy. He then adverted 
to another part of the bill, and remarked the omiftion of .having; 
provided any fecurity for the repayment pf the money already, ad- 
vanecd to the Auftrian Generals iaft year. In the minds of moft 
men, when fuch a negotiation was going forward, it would have 
occurred that this was one of the firft thing* to be attended to; tod 
fo much had it keen in glcclcd, that by the prefent bill the Emperot 
might take the whole loan, without doing any thing for it; andjo 
fecurity whatever was given that he would repay what he had alrwray * 
got, and only a chance of payment and a fimilar chance of his ful- ; 
filling the other p irts of his engagements. With regard to thft^ 
asSlions of the Bank of Vienna, a part of the fecurity fo much.boafted 
of, tiie noble Lord, ujjon the moft accurate and minute calculation, 
contended that the whole of that part of the fecurity was only a fe¬ 
curity for a certain term of years ; while there was to be oppofed to 
it an annual expence paid by this country, for a time that would 
make its amount much to overbalance all that would be produced 
by thofe a diions. According to the terms of the bill, a continued 
annual expenditure of this fort could only be provided for by a fund 
in perpetuity. He noticed what had been ftated of the probability 
that the fums advanced laft year, might be paid back in November 
or December 1795, but was at a lofs ro find out why thofe were 
to be reckoned me months of groateft plenty at the Bank of Vienna. 
It was in December 1794 that this money had been called for, and 
it was in thefe choice months that the Prince Cobourg had deferibed ' 
the Emperor’s cotters as entirely drained, and in confcqucncc the 
total impoflibility of continuing the war without our afliftance. Why 
then fo much was to be expected from them this year he could not 
tell. He was furnrifed that Minifters had not been taught experi¬ 
ence from the example of Pruflia; the univerfal opinion of the coun¬ 
try was, that they ought never to have loft fight of that Prince’s 
conduct in their future alliances with German Princes. Laft year, 
in.our treaty with Pruflia, it was in our power to ftop the fubfidy 
when wc law proper; but, this year, the whole of the Emperor’s 
loan by this bill was gone, nor was there any check left upon .him - 
to fecure payment. He deprecated the manner in which the noble 
Lord had perverted the fenttments of his noble friend on this point, 

_and was forry to fee that fuch perverfions fometimes had their effect, 

, which was the reafon the noble Lord thought it prudent, however 
unfair, to fly to them. It was the fafhion now to compliment the 
Emperor as an ally; fo it was to compliment the King of Pruflia 
• You XLII. 3Z 
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laft year; and he much doubt^^hether next year we might not 
hear ftmilar language held refpecting the Emperor as was now ufed 1 
to Pruffia. The many calamitous changes and cireumftances that 

* had fincc taken place* he thought would have induced Minifters to ■ 
v change their tone. He w:ould afk thofc who (poke fo high of the 

honour of the. Houfe of Auftria, and their ftriCi adherence to alii- 
anccs upon all occafions, what there was in the prefent foliation and 
. circutnftances of the Emperor, tlvat made him more to be trufted 
. than laft year. lie rather thought he could have the authority of 
t &dps high in His Majcfty’s Council, for laying, that he had aifted 
^witn the groffeft treachery towards an unfortunate individual. When 
" this treaty was firft brought before the Houfe, the Minifter laid 
^gpifach ftrefs on the manifeft eagernefs and anxiety which the Empfc- 
rdr (hewed to ufc every exertion in his power for the common caufc, 
and this was held out as a great inducement to court an alliance with 
him; but would the noble Lord Hate how he had mahifefted that 

• anxiety, and what he lias done during the prefent campaign ? At 
<\ this period of the feafon laft year the fate of the campaign was dc- 
. cided, and fince that time to the prefent hour he knew of nothing 

done that could any way facilitate peace, or tend towards a vigorous 
pipfecution of the war on the part of the Emperor. He had traced 
the various untoward events that had happened* and now found 
Luxembourg in the hands of the enemy, one of the very ftrongeft 
. fortreffes in Europe, and by for the moft effential to the Emperor. 

Was there any fympfom of probable fucccfs by continuing the war ? 

... Or muft we think that he had any chance to get it back again ? In 
fhort thofe difafters and calamities prefling fo conftantly upon one 
another during the prefent war, in whatever way Minifters or ma¬ 
jorities might chufe to look upon them in that Houfe, they muft 
weigh with the people without doors, and though for the prefent 
they remain filcnt, and many appear ftupid and flothful under the 
continued preflure of calamities, burdens and diftrefs, yet if Mini¬ 
fters go on as they have done, fo regardlcfs of the public inrereft, 
the tigie will come when the odium excited by their diigraceful mea¬ 
sures, will break out in a manner not fo eafily to-be quieted. With 
regard to the proceedings of the prefent campaign, wc had been told 
'that while continental alliances were neceflary, we were exerting 
ourfelvcs by carrying on a vigorous naval war, and our great fuc- 
cefles in the Weft Indies, as well as our attention and protc&ion to 
our iflartds, in that part of the globe, had been triumphantly ftated. 
Perhaps he would again hear of oar having fent thither twenty-four 
thoudnd men, but melancholy was the reflection, if the truth was 
known, bow few of thofe men ever arrived. And it was no lefs a 
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curious than a diftrefling chirotilifitice, that while Minifters were 
boafling of their fuccefles in the Weft Indies, they were at the fame 
moment obliged to iflue a million and a half of Exchequer bills for 
'the relief of the inhabitants of thofe iflunds, on account of the cala¬ 
mities which this fuccefful war, and the great protection we gave , 
them, had brought upon them. A bill, to this purpofe, he under- 
flood, would foon be on their table, and when it appeared, he muft 
oppofe it as one of the moil unconstitutional, of the many meafures ' 
of that nature, which the prefent Minifters had attempted to force > 
upon the country. He next adverted to the projected defeent ujBtfP 
France, and afked, if this was a time when it could poflibly be fup- 
pofed, that fuch a chimerical attempt was practicable. It was one ; 
ofahofe many abfurd experiments, which hail been contrived to de- ^ 
lude the people, and never had come to any thing. They had uni¬ 
formly been as ridiculous in their promifes to the Public, as they 
had bc^n weak and filly in the execution even of their own plans 
fa cry of Hear! Hear! from Lord Grenville.] 1 he noble Earl 
laid, he' knew not what the noble Lord’s opinion might be on the 
pfojcdl of a defeent on France, for it was as impoflible for rational 
men to define the ideas of the prefent Minifters upon any occafion, 
as they would find it to pay a continual annual Ann out of a fund that' 
was not in perpetuity. But after their ahfindity, which he had fo 
often been obliged to expofe for the laft three years, he wondered 
ho could have taken notice of what the noble Lord might mean. 

I tc fratod the grounds of opposition taken up by hhnfelf, and thofe 
who acted with him on fimibr principles, againft the prefent war. 
He blamed the Minifters, firft, f >r not doing their utmoft to get 
the country out of die ferape into w hich they had brought it; fe- 
c'ondly, for a total want of energy and exertion in carrying on the 
war; anil thirdly, for not being convinced, tro;n the repeated mif- 
carriagqs and Altai effedts of their Councils that their incapacity 
was fuch as to make them totally unfit for their fituations. It was 
curious enough to hear the noble Lord upon all fubjedts, introducing 
, in lofty tones the great profperity of the country. It reminded him 
of'the cafe of an unfortunate man, who had died while liftening to 
his Phyfieian telling him that he had no bad fymptoms, and was in ^ 
a fair way of enjoying perfect health: this was prccifcly the cafe be¬ 
tween the Minifter and the country; and lie much feared, that while 
Minifters were talking of the prosperity of the country, at fome not 
distant day, if they continued in power, they would bring the Con 
• ftitution and their country to an unexpected end. Before he fat 
down he muft remind the Houfc of the alteration which had recently 
taken place in the Emperor’s fituitibn from laft year: The death of’ 

3 z 2 
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the fon of the late uniorturtate^King of Frnr.ee, was an event that 
ought not to be palled unnoticed; while he lived, the Emperor, 
from relationfliip, had a family inter*.ft m the c* .titeft v ich France, 
which did not now cxift. How then \.as it to be funpof'd that he"* 
Was difpofed to enter into the v or with ^renter f.nv an*! eagernefs 
than ever, after he had adlually been trea»ng v hh France ft r peace, 
as a Member of the Germanic Body, and w!.: n the»c r u longer cx- 
ifted fuch a family intcreft r.s lie had juft ft:.red ? Ct * r amiy in every 
view of tile fubjcct, there was Kfs eliar.ee .jf v iccMn .'.is exertions, ■ 
^and from every contuu ration of intcieft, duty, and: ( rixclinn, there 
was ground to think that he was imccre inhit.de* jr.rauon to the Diet, 
and infinccre with us ; he had no money to gic dlae—lure lie ex¬ 
pedit'd a loan. The n: hie Lord ha 1 made a diilin&lon between a 
loan and a fubfidy, but was tore d to acknowledge th *t »hut was 
feme degree of rilk, and that rilk he con;id* red as of wore eonfe- 
quencethan the lofs of a fubfidy. He concluded Lv rip; -tv ing the 
whole mcafurc, as novel, unprecedented, ahfurd, an ! ruinous in 
its tendency, and would therrfoie oppofc the dvd reading. 

The Earl o£ M AN b FI ELD c* mp'imemcu the noble Earl for 
. die powcis of 1 iis eloquence, but lamented that lie had bellowed fo 
much of his invective on the charaitcr of the firft Sovereign in Eu¬ 
rope, to whom this loan was propnfed to be granted. He (Eeiiiud 
following the example of the noble Earl in, the manner of di fir fling 
the queftion before their Lordfliips, which appeared to hin to b.e 
this:—Whether the mcafure now r propofed would, in its pi*.! able 
confequence, lead to a vigorous prefccution if the war?—-In his 
opinion it had that tendency in an eminent degree : and in every re- 
ipeet was highly dcfirable. He maintained, that, in all the wars 
in which we, had fucccfsfully oppofed France, flie bad to contend 
with other powers on the Continent; and it appeared to him to be 
wife policy that the prefent war fheuhi be of the fame nature. France 
was now unfortunately pofltiEd of Flanders and of Holland : the 
latter was new indeed become a mere province of France.—r-To dif- 
poffVs France of fuch an inordinate lharc of power was, and ought , 
• to be, the object of all theft* who profeeuted this war; and, the bet¬ 
ter to do'fo, 2qd',coo men were to be brought into the field by His 
I mpciiatMajcfly, tin condition of this loan being grained. He 
truitedj that we (liould be finally fucccfsful in the prefent contcft: 
Hut he dreaded the effect of the eloqumce of the noble Earl, whole 
fpccch, no doubt, would be reported in detail:—the effect would 
poffibly be that of inducing the French, cxhaultcd as they were, to ■ 
foppofe that this country was on the verge of ruin, and all the powers 
^ the confederacy in the fame ftatc; and that therefore they would 
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conlider themfclvcs as the arbiters of^Europe. Such ftile of fpcak- 
ing tended to prolong the v.ir inftead of procuring peace. The no¬ 
ble Earl then proceeded to t- lee notice of the fituation of the Empe- 
jAx, and argued that the willingncfs of the Emperor to negociate as 
Emperor, had iv> cftcift on his inicreft as King of Hungary and 
"Duke of Auftrh, for tliefc were clura&ers out of which very dif¬ 
ferent duties and ink refts flow ; and the law of the empire was, that 
cv^rv independent Prince was bound to profccute the war, however' 
<inwi”ing, while a majority of thecnqiic were in favour of the wai*. 
'I’liis law was as binding on all the powers of the empire as a riia- 
jority in Parliament was upon this country, and would he as weft # 
infciccd if pivvr were equal to right. Upon the queftion of the 
probability that the Emperor would fulfil his engagements with us, ! 
his Lor-Klf i) cl n'lflcd he entertained but little doubt. Had Hit * 
Imperial M-.jcfty ,.o intenul in recovering Flanders, and all the ter-* 
ricaries v-hic!i ihc 1‘i.ojhhad taken from him?—Had weno into- 
refi in confining France to her ancient limits ? Was it not the inte- 
rell of all c!i biifhcd powers of Europe that Flanders and Holland 
fhould be relit red to their former condition, and fuhjcfi to tile fame 
power which they acknowledged previous to the commencement of 
the war r Theft* points appeared fo clear to him, that it was fuflEcicnt 
merely to mention them. The prefent u an was for the puipofe of 
profeeating the w'nr with vigour, and he trufted that our efforts would 
be attended with iucecfs. ’ . As to the plan of the campaign, he ap¬ 
prehended rlut no practical utility could arife from any attempt to 
uifeufs it in public ; nuieh of its merit muff eontift in its prefe’nt fe- 
crecy. In every point of view which he was capable of placing the 
prefent mcafurc, the noble Earl faid he faw it a wife and prudent 
one, and therefore it had his hearty afient. Lord Mansfield faid, ‘ 
that he would clofe with that calm, fixed, and deliberate ('pinion 
with which he had commenced the prefent and fcvcral preceding 
fe-flions—th.it this was a war for the prefervation of order, govern¬ 
ment, and civilized fociety, that it was a war in the caufc of hurta- 
nity, in which every man had a right to fay to his neighbour, “ This 
is any war, and it ought to le yours.” 

The Karl of GUILFORD faid, that if the prefent was a war 
ncceffary fof the prefervation of thofe ohjciffs dcferihxd i y tlic noble 
Lord, the probability was, that we muu fuon 'nid f .rewcll to order, 
government, and civilized fucicty. 'I he noLic Lord* had argued, 
jhat it was a war fo fupcrcmincntly connected with the interefta of 
this country*, as if wc alone ought to bear all the exper.ee of carry¬ 
ing it on. They at the fame time attempted tojufify this meafurc 
of the loan to the Emperor, on the ground that it was attended with 
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no pofliblc rifquc to this codijlry. After the experience of the in- 
efficacy of the fubfidy to the King of Pruflia, and the ufclcfs ex¬ 
penditure of 1,200,0001. of the public money, he Ihould have 
thought, that Minifters would have been on their guard not to 
into a fimilar ferape. But the prefent was a meafure cv<.n of lcfs*’ 
caution than the Pruflian fnbfidy, fincc there was no pofiibility cf * 
fufpending the payment of the fum, tlxough the object for which it 
was granted fhould not be fulfilled. What was the engagement of 
the Emperor to bring into the field during the .prefent campaign.. 
200,000 men, and as many more as he could ? Thefe were cx- 
prefiions, after his declaration to the whole of Europe, of his ina¬ 
bility to make farther exertions, and the notoriety of his insolvency, 
he thought, were dearly bought at the price of four millions fix hun¬ 
dred thoufand pounds, the whole burden of which was likely to 
fall upon the uidreficd and deluded people of this country. What 
was the danger which v T as fuppofed particularly to threaten this coun- 
try, and which the war was intended to avert? The propagation 
of French principles. This danger, he would have fuppofed, was 
rot to be apprehended in a country like this, enjoying liberty, pof- 
fefling every advantage, and furnifhed with the means of redding 
oppreflien. Such a danger he fhould think more to be dreaded in 
countries fuch as Auftria and Bohemia, where the fovcrcign was 
dated to have the power of carrying on a war contrary to the general 
fenfe of his fubjedts. As to the energy to be derived to the opera¬ 
tions of the war from this meafure of the loan, if the energy of the 
Auftrinns had failed even in the height of their power, could it in 
their prelent exhaufted date be expected to be roufed by a fum of 
four millions fix hundred thoufand pounds ? What had been their 
energy in former campaigns r He wifhed that a noble Lord had 
been prefent in that Houfc to date, that to their fupinenefs had been 
owing the lofs of Toulon. He wifhed that an illudrieus perfonage, 
at the head of the army, was prefent to date, that to their fupinenofs 
alfo had been owing the fuhjogation of Flanders. It was impofli- 
ble for him not to advert to a myderious expreflior of a noble Lord 
(Grcfivillc,) that it was not to be cxpedled that the Emperor would 
*bc guilty of a breach of faith at a time when he had fo many rcafons 
to keep well with this country. Myderious expreflions he had al¬ 
ways found to be the forerunner of great calamities, and he (hud- 
dered at the* contemplation of the new engagements which the coun¬ 
try might be brought under by fome treaty now going forward, tip 
which he fuppofed the noble Lord might allude. 

Lor<I HAWKESBURY faid, he di.Tored mod materially from 
the noble Earl, both with rcfpc£t to his opinion of die war in ge- 
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neral, and as .to the propriety of this particular meafurc. He con¬ 
ceived that the debate had turned principally upon two points; firft, 
as to the policy of continuing the war, and fecondlv, as to the pro- • 
wsffty of adopting the mcafure now under their Lordfhips* confidc- 
ration. Upon both of thefe points he fhould take the liberty of in- 
ciding for a few minutes on the attention of their Lordfhips. He 
fhould not now take up their Lordlhips’ time, by entering into a 
difeuflion of what were the caufes of the war; the opinion of their 
. Lordfhips had been frequently taken upon that point; but he fhould 
confine himfelf merely to the queftion, whether wc ought or ought - 
not to continue the war ? It had always been a maxim, invariably , 
adhered to by the greateft Statefmen this country every produced, not 
to fufifcr any Powers in Europe (and more particularly the French) .. 
to gain fuch an afeendaney in Europe, as might endanger the fafety 
«f the other States. This was a propofition which did not want 
the fandtion of great names to enforce it; it carried convi&ion upon , 
the face of it. If then this was admitted, the only queftion to be 
confidercd was, whether France had at this moment acquired fuch 
a degree of power as was incompatible with the intereft, or, to fpcak 
more properly, with the fafety of Europe ? In anfwer to this ques¬ 
tion, he requefted their Lordfhips to reflect, that France was at this 
time in poireflion of Holland, of the Auftrian Netherlands, and , 
nearly of three Electorates of the Empire, exclufivc of the territo¬ 
ries of feme petty Princes, which he did not think ncccfiary to men¬ 
tion. It ufed formerly to be held as an indifputablc point, that 
Flanders fhould be in the. polTcffion of Auftria,. as a barrier to tire 
power of France; now not only Glanders but Holland was added to 
her power. By the poffeflion of the latter, flic became miftrefs o£ , 
a number of ports, which would enable her to annoy us in the part 
where our naval fierce was undoubtedly the weakeft. If from a due 
confideration of thefe points, it was clear that we could not make a 
peace under the prefent circumftances, with any regard to the future* 
tranquillity, of Europe, or the fafety of Great Britain, he was fure 
it would not be denied to him that it was better to carry oh the war 
with allies than without them. What was the reafon that the Ro¬ 
man empire extended itfelf over all Europe, and indeed, to fpcak 
properly, left at laft but one power in the world ? It was, that the 
other powers did not form a combination among thcmfclves to refill, 
but fell fingly facrifices to its exorbitant force. It was exactly the 
fame cafe now with France; the mod ftrenuous exertions were ne- 
qefiary tooppofc her ; and if, after all oppofition .fhould' be found 
ineffectual, he hoped that Englifhmcn would be the laft to recede 
from a gbriousconteft in defence.of focial order. 
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The next point which hadoeen difeuflfed was, as to the propriety 
of adopting .the meafure propofed by this bill. In all our wars with 
Trance, the neceffity of a Continental alliance, in order to divert 
the attention and force of the enemy, had been admitted ; aniH&fc 
ufual mode of procuring that alliance was by the means of fubfidies. 
In the prefent inftance, the cafe was materially altered in our fa * 
vour ; the Erriperor did not demand a fubiidy to induce him to carry 
on the war—he felt the neceffity of profecuting it vigoroufly, and. 
implied to us not for a fubfuly but for a loan. «He wiflied to pat.. 
It to the confideration of fuch of their Lordffiips as admitted the pro- 
pfiety of carrying on the war, whether it was not wife for this coun¬ 
try,* in order to fecure the affiftancc of the Emperor, to run the 
rifque pf guaranteeing this loan r It was not fair to ftate this -as a 
queftion, whether this country was to be burdened with a large fum 
to enable the Emperor to carry on the war ; for he confidercd the 
chance wc ran as a very fmall one, notwithftanding all that noble 
Lords had thought proper to fay of the faith of the Princes of the 
Continent. The feeurity given by the Emperor was as full as we 
could delire ; we had, in the firft inftancc, his hereditary revenues; 
we had befides the feeurity of the Bank of Vienna. He did not mean 
to ftate the latter as a'feeurity equal in point of validity to the Bank 
pf England, but, on the other hand, it was not fo infecure as had 
been reprefented. But above all, we had the advantage of the 
Emperor’s intereft fir icily to adhere to the terms of the loan. It 
was very well known that none of the European Princes now carried 
on a war by means of their regular revenues ; they wore always ob¬ 
liged to anticipate their revenues by means of loans—but if the 
Emperor fhould violate his engagements with us, he would put it 
out of his power hereafter to have reeourfc to fuch means of defence. 
Upon the whole, therefore, it appeared to him, that the rifque we 
ran was fmall, and the probable advantage great, and therefore he 
lhould give his fupport to the bill. 

The Earl of DERBY faid, that if the war was to be, continued 
till Flanders artd Holland were recovered from the power of the 
■ French, and the loan was granted to the Emperor to enablc»him 
to carry on the war for that purpofc, it would not be contended 
. that this was the only loan which would be wanted : ’as foon as the 


four, millions fix-hundred thoufand pounds had been exhaufted, a 
fpsfot/advance to the Emperor would become neceffary. Was this 
then to be made a precedent for .granting ftmilar loans to the Eqjng r _ 
tor in future'years ? He confidered that the great objedt to which, 
we had. to look, was the internal defence of the country. Every 
Turn employed for fuch a purpofe as the prefent was fomething taken 
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from our rcfourccs. And what Would be our fltuation, if, at laft, 
when our means were exhaufted, wc Ihould find ourfelvcs com- 
tilled to look to this object of internal defence t Every guiffeo' 
drained from the national purfe weakened our ultimate hopes of fe- 
curity. The prefent war he had always confidered as a mad pro¬ 
ject ; and, in his opinion, the fooner we got out of a mad project 
the better. 

Lord SYDNEY expreffed himfclf as anxious for a peace as arty 
' inan in that Houfe; but much as he wifhed for fo defirable an 
event, he would rather continue in a (late of war, than conclude a 
peace which had no appearance of durability. Did noble Lords, 
when they were prefling their arguments for a peace, conflder whe¬ 
ther it was poflible to attain it or not ? He very much doubted that 
fa&; and if he looked to the fpecches and proclamations in France, 
he faw no fymptoms of any defirc of negociations with us. His 
Lordfhip enlarged on the hoftility which the French, in the prefent 
war, had difeovered to this country ; a proof of which was the me¬ 
morable expreflion ufed in the Convention, Delenda eji Carthago ! 
and their conflant cry, “ Peace with all other countries, but war, 
eternal war, with the Engliflr.” He, would not wifh this country 
to ftand alone in the conteft, or to profccutc the war without the 
co-operation of allies. The cry again!! Continental alliances had 
firft been circulated in this country, at the period of the difgracefut 
peace of Utrecht. He would not be worthy of the blood that flowed 
in his veins, if he did not give to that peace the epithet difgraceful. 
Swift and Bolingbrokd, in their writings, inculcated the fentiment 
that this country had nothing to do with the Continent, in order to 
depreciate thofe glorious victories which had been gained during the 
war, though nothing could be more falfe than fuch a fentiment.— 
His Lordfliip here quoted the paflage from General Dumourier, in 
which he praifes the neutrality fo longobferved by this country, and 
tire wifdom of thofe inftrudlions tranfmitted by Minifters to the Am- 
bafladorat Paris, and aferibes the war to the folly of Brilfot, and 
the atrocity of the murder of the King. 

’Minifters had been cenfured for difmifling Monf. Chauvclm in a 
manner unworthy of a man filling the chamber of an Ambaflador. 
He believed, that at the time that gentleman was font over here, it 
was intended to have fent over the Bifbop of Auran ; but he being a 
Member of the Conftituent AffcmUy, could not come over, and 
therefore they fent over Le petit ChauvJin, as they called him, as 
his fubftitute. Of this gentleman he had heard the following anec¬ 
dote, viz. “ Chauvclin was at a houfe, when one of the Princoi 
of the Blood happened to enter: his Roval Highnefs feeing Chauvs< 
Vol. XL 1 I. 4 A * 
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lin, immediately, with great propriety, retired,” when the latter 
exclaimed, “ The Houfe of Brunfwick were born always to run 
'before the French.” His Lord (hip then proceeded to contend, 
if thofe Lords who were againft the war were to fucceed in driving 
, the Minifters to make peace, that they wouid be the ftriileft and _ 
mpft minute critics in examining it. There was no neccflity of go¬ 
ing very far back into hiftory to find an example to prove that pro- 
pofition. His Lordihip concluded with giving his entire fupport to 
the motion. 

The Earl of GUILFORD faid, that if the French had adopted 
the fentiment, that Carthage was to be deftroyed, Minifters, by the 
conduct which they adopted, had made this country a Carthage, and 
engaged it in a conteft which involved its exiftencc. They had 
converted the, war from a war for the fafety of Holland into a war 
for the prefervation of order, government, and civilized fociety. 
He was happy to hear one fentiment of the' noble L.ord who had 
fpoken laft, that he would not wifti this country to continue the war 
without alliance. If Minifters were to adopt this fentiment, he 
conceived that in the prefent afpcil of things on the Continent the 
probability of our continuing the war much longer was greatly dimi¬ 
ni (bed. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he did not think he fliould have been 
under the ncceffity of troubling their Lordfhips any more upon this 
fubjeft, particularly after the full and convincing manner in which 
it had been argued by his noble friends; but as this was probably 
the laft time this feflion that he fhould have'an opportunity of dif- 
cufling this fubjeil, he widled to advert to one or two points, which 
he was anxious rtiould not be mifreprefented to their Lordftiips nor 
to the Public. The noble Lords had recurred to their old charge, 
of our being the aggrelfors in the war: This was a fuhjeit which 
their Lordftiips had decided upon fo often,- that he was alhamed to 
take up their Lordftiips’ time in faying any more upoi the fulijeit. 
One authority, however, he would take the liberty of quoting, and 
he believed that fomcof their Lordliiips would not confidcr it as un-. 
Important, and that was, the authority of Monf. Brilfot; he openly 
declared in a psftnphlct, that he engaged the country in a war with 
England, for the purpofe of cementing the revolution. But it had 
been faid, that if we were not the aggrelfors in the war, at leaft the 
Emperor and the King of Pruflla vrcrc, by entering into thc’treaty 
of Pilnitz. [Vide Dcbrett’s State Papers. Vol. I. page 2.] Hero 
again he muft beg to fet noble Lords right in point of fail. When 
the mild and amiable Sovereign of France, Louis XVIth, had 
nearly effected a pacification with' the Emperor, fume time after the- 
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treaty of Pilnita was done away, his- efforts were thwarted by Mr. 
Brilfot and his party; his Minifter torn from him ; and he himfelf 
was compelled to go down to the National Aflcmbly, and declare war 
^dgninfl Auflria and Pruflfia. Mr. Brilfot does not flop here, but 
goes on boldly to avow the diabolical purpofc of his heart: He fays, 
forefaw the difficulties which the King mud be involved in by a. 
war with Auflria, and that it would ultimately lead to his ruin, and 
therefore 1 forced him to it.” Gould any noble Lord, after this, 
•contend that Auflria or Pruflia, much lefs England, were the agref- 
fors in this war r on the contrary, it mud be evident that we were 
driven into it, by the unprovoked perfidy of the-French. 

The Houfe then divided. 

Contents - 33 Proxies - 27— 60 

Not-Contcnts 9 Proxies — 3—12 

Majority for the bill 48 

Monday , 2 id June . 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the day, for the fccond 
reading of the bill for enabling His Majefly to fettle an eftabliftiment 
on his Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales, to make provifiori for 
the liquidation of his debts, &c. 

The Karl of LAUDERDALE called their Lordfliips’ attention 
to the fubjcdl of which he had given notice, he meant the putting 
certain queftions to the Judges, with regard to matter involved in 
the prefent bill. This appeared to him to be abfolutcly neceffary, 
in every view he could take of it. Whether it was confidcrcd as a 
mcafure which would occafion the laying of new taxes on the people, 
or as a duty their Lordfliips owed to their Sovereign, to the Prince, 
or to themfelvcs, it was fuch as required the greateft caution, for¬ 
mality, and deliberation. It had once been underftood, that afty 
Peer of Parliament migh*', of his own accord; call for the attend¬ 
ance of the Judges, in order that their Lordfhips might be put in 
pofleflion of thi:.oninioii of thofe learned men before they decided on 
any matter wliich involved any thing of a queflion of law; but he 
knew this dodliine would’now be difputcd, and therefore before he 
could expert to have the afliftancc of thofe learned characters in that 
Houfe, he mtift (late his reafons for deflring it. Pic could not, 
however, fee how their Lordfliips could juftly refill the propofition 
which he intended to fubmit to them. The fubject which it was his 
objedl to difeufs now, was, the right of the King lo the proceeds 
t pf the efiate of the Dutchy of Cornwall. Upon this queflion, or 
rather on the queflion of the right of the Prince to that property, 
a very high authority in another plrce had expreffed an opinion on 
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the Wedncfday, of which, on the Friday following, he had cxpref- 
fed a doubt. This of itfelf appeared to the noble £arl to be ground 
fufficient for their Lord (hips to call on the Judges for their opinion. 
His duty as a Peer of Parliament called on him to afk their Lor&K. 
Ihips to proceed in this formal and folemn manner, although ho 
confefied it was to him no very pleafant talk, for he was aware ttutt. 
for an unlearned man to bring forward queftions of law in that Huufe, 
was to expofe himfelf to great danger. It was, as had been ob- 
ierved by a celebrated charadter, like playing at <cudgels in a toy . 
fhop. Cut as mod of their Lordfliips, although of enlightened minds 
on general fubjc&s, mud be like him, unlearned men with regard 
to legal diftin&ions, he tKbught the bed method they could do was 
to call in the aid of the Judges, in order that they might not be'af¬ 
terwards liable to the reflc&ion, that they had proceeded on a fub- 
jedt which they did not dearly underftand.- On the quedion of the 
right of the Prince of Wales to the proceeds of the Dutchy of Corn¬ 
wall, it was not necedary for him to enter much at large. That 
right he apprehended to be acknowledged by the Ad of £dward III. 
and by fubfequent legal determinations, many of which his Lord- 
fhip touched upon. It might be unneceflary perhaps to fhew, that 
as this bill.involved a quedion of law, the opinion of the Judges 
ought to be taken on it, for he faw no didindion which could de¬ 
prive the Prince of any right which would belong to any fubjedfc 
with regard to the inheritance of his edate. He could not furely 
be faid to poffefc lefs advantage than any other individual with re¬ 
gard to the protedion of property: and with regard to the idea that 
the Dutchy of Cornwall did belong to the Prince, he confcded h* 
had never heard an argument that wore even the appearance of plau¬ 
sibility : if any of their Lordfliips differed from him upon that point, 
this would be an additional reafon for calling on the Judges to de¬ 
liver their opinion. It had been faid that the it venue of the Dutchy 
of Cornwall mu(l always be employed .to fupport ths dignity of the 
Prince of Wales. That after his Royal Highnefa became of age, 
and when an cftablifhment was to be fettled upon him,'he was ready 
- and mod willing to allow his dignity ought to be fupported; big he 
wanted to krxw what was to be underflood to be the flate and dignity 
of an infant r In fuCh a fkuation he could fee nothing applicable to 
him but care and attention, and that appeared to be the cafe with 
refpetfl to his Royal Htghncfs during his minority. Here his Lord- 
(hip proceeded to fhew from the 23d of Henry VI. that at that time 
the Dutchy of Cornwall was underflood to be the property of the 
Prince, for Parliament paffed that very a& to allow the King to re¬ 
ceive the proceeds of the Dutchy on conoition of his allowing all- 
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ment, &c. to the Prince, until he (hould arrive at the age of 14 years. 
He did not mention thefe things with a view of calling on the Houfe 
to determine the queftion now ; he called for no difcuilion; he only 
flfked their Lordfhips to take the opinion of learned men upon the 
fubjedt, to whom they had the power of refbrting whenever they 
thought fit. He might be told, that as there was a legal right in 
th* Prince of Wales to the Dutchy of Cornwall, the law of the land 
was open to him ; fuppofing that to be true, he would call on the 
—Houfe to confider the lituation of the Prince and of the Sovereign, 
and to inquire whether this mode of aiTcrtinghis right was deferable, 
or whether that Houfe {hould not have the opinion of the Judges 
before they proceeded on this bill. If there was any difficulty in 
the way of his Royal Highnefs, he was furc that conlidering all 
the circumftances, none of his creditors would be bold enough to- 
make the claim for him, and therefore he trufted their Lordfhips 
would, upon reflection, fee the propriety of calling for the opinion 
of the Judges upon this fubjeCt, and he did not think there was a 
man in that Houfe who would think he had done his duty, and 
lay his hand upon his heart, and fay fo, if he did not call for that 
legal affiftance which the great body of their Lordfhips muft ftand in 
need of upon this fubjedt; for they ought to know before they pro¬ 
ceeded on fuch a bill as this, what were the real funds of his Royal 
Highnefs. He (hould therefore move, “ That the Judges do attend 
the Houfe on Wednefday next, to hear certain queftions to be Rated 
to them upon this fubjeft.” Should the Houfe agree to this, he 
lhould then have four queftions to put to the Judges, to the follow¬ 
ing purpofe: 

Firft—“ What eftate has his Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales 
in the Dutchy of Cornwall r” 

Secondly—-** When did that eftate veil in him ?” 

Thirdly—** At^what period did he become entitled to receive the 
property?” 

Fourthly-—** Was the King entitled to receive the proceeds of 
the Dutchy of Cornwall to his own ufe without rendering an account 
{0 the Prince, in confideration of his having maintained his Royal 
Highnefs during his minority ?” 

The Earl of MOIRA faid, he wifhed his noble friend to with¬ 
draw his motion, but not from any opinion that his Royal Highnefs 
was not entitled to all the arrears of the Dutchy of Cornwall; on 
the contrary, he thought his Royal Highnefs entitled to every (hilling 
of it from his birth, as much as he was entitled to his own eftate 
at this - moment; but, as had been ftated when the fubjeCt of the 
debts of his Royal Highnefs was agitated fome years ago, he had a 
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remedy at law. As to the idea of any difrefpedl accompanying the 
aflertion of the claim, he owned he did not fee it, nor after all that 
had happened, could he conceive it pofliblc to entertain juftly any 
fuch idea, as all the grounds of delicacy upon this fubjedt were nw9v. 
entirely done away, for it had been alledgcd, that the whole of the 
income of the Dutchy of Cornwall had been applied to public pur-- 
pofes, and that none of it had gone into the coders of His Majesty. 
It was. clear, therefore, that his Royal Highnefs had a right. It 
was pretty nearly as clear, that it was a fubjedt not fit at prefent to 
be decided in the Houfe of Lords. The queftion then was. What 
mode ihould his Royal Highnefs adopt to profecutc his claim ? To 
this he would anfwcr, by a fuit in the Court of Chancery. He 
dould not think that Min tilers would be fo illiberal as to throw any 
obftacles in the way. If the determination (hould happen to be ad- 
verfe to the intcreft of. his Royal Highnefs, he could come to that 
Hoiife by appeal. They fhould not now obftrudt the progrefs of 
the law. They fnould fay to the Prince, “Try your right as an 
Individual. If the dcciiion Ihould be adverfe, the higheft Court 
in the kingdom is open to you; bring forward your appeal to the 
Houfe of Lords.” Then would come with propriety, a queftion 
to the judges. If there was in the bill now before the Houfe any 
provifion that would embarrafs the profccution of this claim, he 
(hould agree with the noble Earl in putting thefc queftions to the 
judges ; but there was no fuch thing, and therefore he thought the 
motion improper at this time. He had not the honour of being 
commanded by the Prince to fay any thing upon this fubj<*6t as to 
his wiftics up®n it; but he believed that his Royal Highnefs never ' 
had any idea of claiming thefc arrears, but fo far as to render them 
applicable to the di{charge of his debts. If the arrears themfelves 
were to be decided upon as belonging of right to his Roval Highnefs, 
it muft become a queftion, what money was due t<rhis Royal High- 
nefs ? and that could be decided only in a^Court of Clianceiy.. He 
would repeat, that if the dcciiion in that Court fhould bf againft his 
Royal Highnefs,.he could then appeal to that Houfe. lender thefe 
irppreflions he hoped the noble Earl would withdraw his motion. 

The Duke of CLARENCE obferved, that this was not at all 
apolitical queftion: if it were, he ihould not have faid any thing 
uponit. He faid, a friendship had fubiifted between him and his 
Royal brother, the Prince of Wales, and, he trufted in God, would 
cq&Mue 'as long as they lived ; hut he was not dirc&ed by his bro¬ 
ther'to take any part in this, as a party queftion. He had no doubf, 
that, if a claim was inftituted in the Court of Chancery, every thing 
that was candid and liberal woulfi be obferved on the part of His 
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'■Majefty’s Minifters. His Royal Highnefs then tend a part of Hb 
Majelly.’s meffage to Parliament for an eftabliftimcnt to the Prince 
of* Wales. Now, if it (hould appear that the Dutchy of Corn¬ 
wall really belonged to the Prince, he would then be able to pay, 
out of his own property, all the debts he had contracted fince hb 
foriecr incumbrances had been fo generoufly di (charged by Parli¬ 
ament ; in which cafe this bill would be unneceffary. Here hb 
ljtiyal Highnefs entered into tome calculations on the arrears of tho 
Dutchy of Cornwall, to (hew the amount of them. 

Lord THURLOW obferved, that the prefent tnotion was unne¬ 
ceffary, and a little irregular. There was no diftinCt queftion be«* 
forg their Lordfhips, in the bill before them, that called for any 
affiftarice on a point of law with regard to the Dutchy of Cornwall. 
The right of the Prince to the Dntchy of Cornwall was a queftion 
on which mou perfons who' had read any thing upon the fubjeft, 
had formed fome opinion; but there was nothing in the bill that 
tended to decide any thing upon that right, and therefore there war 
no. nccefiity of afleing the J udges any queftion upon the fubjeCh If 
there had been a diftinift provifion in the bill refpeCling that right, 
it might then be proper to conlider whether any and what queftion 
(hould be put to the Judges; but he faw no w r ay in which thefe dry 
anti abftraCl queftions could be pertinently put to them in the courfe 
of the dilcuftion of this hill, infomuch as it did not contain any 
declaration whatever on the right to the Dutchy of Cornwall. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE was not convinced of the im¬ 
propriety of his motionby any thing he had heard in oppofition to 
it. He obferved, amongft other arguments,- that this was a bill 
for liquidating the debts of his Royal Highnefs. That illuftrious 
Prince had, like many others, w'hpn young, fpent fomc money, 
improvidently perhaps- ^ but furcly it was not improper for the 
Public to know whether it Vas their money or his own he had dif- 
fipated: which it would be impofliblc to know until the queftion b£ 
his right to the Dutchy of Cornwall was afeertained. 

The Earl of Lauderdale moved, that the 25th Standing Order 
of the Houfe (hould be read by the Clerk. The Sranding Order 
was, that there (hould be no difeuffion upon any Bill of Supply, 
which contained any claufe foreign to, or different from, the matter 
of the bill. 

The Earl of Lauderdale affirmed, that the bill for granting an 
eftabliftimcnt to the Prince, came precitely under this defeription., 

* What could be more .foreign to the matter of fuch a bill, than re¬ 
gulations for taking away a certain part of the income of his Royal 
. Highnefs r Could any two things be more inconfiftcnt than giving 
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■with one hand, and taking away with the other ? The Houfe there*"' 
fare, confidently with thdir Handing order, were bound to reject 
the bill. v. 

Lord GRENVILLE dated that the bill was peffe&ly confident; 

It was a bill for granting an edablidiment to his Royal Highnefs* 
and regulating his expenditure, and nothing more was introduced, 
but what was dri&ly appertaining to thofe obje&s. He indanced 
the cafe where a bill had been brought in for paying the debt on th$. 
civil lid, and in like manner regulating its future expenditure. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that if the Houfc were to 
admit fuch an explanation, the effeft would be to render their 
danding order perfefUy nugatory. Tt might always be faid, thqt a 
bill was for fuch and fuch purpofes, however inconiident thefc might 
be with one another. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the day for the fccond 
reading of the Prince of Wales’s bill. 

' The Duke of BEDFORD proposed, that the fccond reading 
ihould be put off for a day or two, in order to afford their Lord¬ 
fhips more time to mnlidi r the principle of the bill, and that in the 
mean time, tin' l ill ihould he printed. 

The Earl of Guilford, the Duke of Grafton, and the Marquis 
of Buckingham, all concurred that fo many claufcs had been added 
to the bill in the Commons, and the copy which had been read to 
their Lordfhips was in confcqtiencc fo confuted and intricate, as to 
render fuch a proceeding highly eligible. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid he meant to have moved 
drat the bill (hould be printed in the fird indancc, but that it had 
been fuggeded to him that it did not come under the defeription of 
_ bills ufually printed. 

Lord THURLOW faid that he did not-oenceive that the rule 
for not printing Bills of Supply applied to the prefent bill. 

Lord GRENVILLE dared the qiiedion involved in the bill to 
be of the mod grave and weighty difeufiion, and that whenever it 
„ came forward, he truded that it would be treated with proper can¬ 
dour, without any reference to party confederations. As it feemed 
to be the fentiment of feveral of their Lordfhips, that the bill fhould 
be printed previous to difeuffing the principle on the feeond reading, 
he for his part had no obje&ion. 

' The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid that when the difeuffion 
came forward, he fhould have much to cenfure in the mode of 
proceeding which had been adopted by Minidcrs on this op* 
cafioii. 



The bill was ordered to be printed, and to be read a fccond 
''time on Wednefday. 

Tuefday , lyl June. 

No debate. 

' N lVcdtiefday> 24/h June. 

• 

Lord CHOLMONDELKY dated, that he was authorifed by 
Ins Royal Highnefs to fay, “ That he would acquiefcc in whatever 
mcafurcs the wifdom of Parliament might think fit to recom¬ 
mend.” 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the dav for the freond 
/ending of the bill granting an crtabliihment to his Royal High¬ 
nefs. 

The Duke of CLARENCE faid, that having dated on a former 
occafion, that lie (hould act in this bufinefs without any regard to 
party, he now rofc to deliver his fentiments, before an opportunity 
hid been afforded to noble Lords to mingle political ohfervations 
with the difeudion. Whatever were his fentiments with refpeft to 
the bill, whether he was fatisfied with the whole, or only with parts 
of it, he diould certainly vote that it might pafs. Though he ob¬ 
jected to the principle of the bill, there were, he confelfcd, parts 
of it which met with his entire approbation. He began with re¬ 
marking on the title of'the bill, and faid he diould chiefly confine 
his obfervations to that part of it which related to the provifion to be 
made for the payment of the creditors. It naturally and properly 
became an object to grant a fuitable cdablifhinent to the Prince on 
account of his marriage.—In granting this edablidimenr, it might 
have been fuppofed that the Prince had now come to an age, at 
which he was fully capable of a&ing for himfelf, and would of his 
own accord have bcuvdifpofcd to take mcafurcs to free himfelf from 
any incumbrances, which'hc might have contracted. But inflead of 
allowing him the merit of taking mcafurcs of his own accord to pay 
his creditors, the authors of the bill had taken the popularity of fuch 
a, dep oufof his hands. T hat other provilion, which made the 
different officers of his Royal Highnefs refpondble for the expence 
incurred under their fcvcral departments, he highly approved. He 
conceived it to be a mcafure extremely nccedary for the dignity and 
comfort of every Prince of Wales. A Prince of Wales, by a par¬ 
ticular law, became of age at 18, while every other fubjedt wa% not 
of age till 21. A young man at that age, when the paffions were 
at their height, and in his dtuation, might be led into cxpenecs be¬ 
yond his income, add which perhaps might border on extravagance 
Vol. XLII. 4B 
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Such a circumflancc he could not '’onfider as a ferious reflexion 
on a young man of eighteen. He remarked, that thofc who had'" 
been concerned in bringing forward this bufinefs, iAftead of mTing 
as they ought, had fo managed a: to take awns all popularity frofh 
the Prince, in order to center it in th* mfclvts. 1 he bill to pre¬ 
vent future Princes of Wales from eo trailing debts, inftcad 
going hand in hand with the prefent hill, had been fo hrought ifl us 
to be attended with a marked perG-naliry to his Royal Highnefs. He 
fliould make fotnc remarks on the manner in which the bufmefs had- 
been introduced into Parliament. He fliould not, on the prefent 
occafion, betray any thing that had puffed in private conversation. 
But it was a notorious fa el, that when the marriage of his Royal 
Highnefs was agreed upon, there was a flipuhtion that he IhouH, 
in the event of that union, be cxonfrated from his debt. W iiat 
could his Royal Highnefs underftand by tins ftipuhiion, hut that 
mcafures fliould be taken for the immediate exoneration of thofe 
debts—not, as by the provilions of the prefent hill, that they fliould 
be left hanging over for the fpr.ee of nine years and a half, and per¬ 
haps, even a longer period. The authors of the bill had fluted, 
that the credit and liability of the Throne depended upon the fup- 
port of the independence and dignity of every branch of the Royal 
Family, particularly of the Prince of Wales; v.ns this the method 
they had taken as the bell calculated to flipjxirt that dignity and that 
independence ? His Royal Highnefs had, 'indeed, cxprellcd his ac- 
quiefcence in whatever mcafures the wifllom of Parliament might 
think fit to recommend. But what was the fituation in which ho 
was placed ? The bill was in one point of view a public bill, as 
was every bill which related to any part of the Royal Family ; but 
it was more tlridliv a private bill, as nothing could be done without 
the confcnt of the Prince. Advantage tb.cn had been taken of the 
difficulties in which lie was involved, in orderto procure from him 
this confent. He was forced to exprefs his acquicfccncc, in order 
that fomething might be done. He was in the fituation of a man, 
who it he cannot get a haunch of venifon, will rather take anv other 
haunch than go without. His Royal Highnefs alluded to the v;ift 
number of pamphlets which had been publifhed in order to influence 
the minds of th£ good and generous people of England againft his 
brother. He knew perfons in another place, who poffeffcd great 
powers of eloquence, and abundant choice of animated exprefiions. 
Tfcofe perfons had exerted their powers in order to fupport the mea- 
fure of granting a fubtidy of '2oo,oooi^a year, to the King of 
Sardinia, afuinof 1,200,000b to the King of Pruflia, and lately 
the loan of 4,600,000b to thg Emperor. But though on thefe 
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jiccnfions, they difplavcd all their {lores of animated language, when 
they brought forward the fituution of his Royal brother, they pre¬ 
faced what they had to propofc with the expreflions—an unylea- 
fa nf talk—“-an arduous undertaking—the diftrefles of ihe people in 
confluence of the war—the regret of laying additional burdens on 
the publicyet he mud remark, that, if they had adopted, with 
rcfpcX to his Royal brother, a language fomewhat more favourable,- 
as^ to the imprefliqn it was calculated to give of his conduX to the 
country, they would not have -had a vote lefs to the prefent bill. 
The obloquy and unpopularity that had been thrown upon the Prince 
had not been confined to the proceedings and fpeeches of perfons in 
the other Houfe ; but people out of that Houfe had been employed 
by perfons whofc duty ought to have impelled to a contrary conduit, 
to write and publifh the mod indecent and fcurrilous pamphlets, 
painting the Prince’s conduct in the bafed colours, and endeavour¬ 
ing to letten him in every' (hape in the eyes of the Public. It was 
a-fall, he faid, notoriouflv known to almoft every man, that the 
greateft pains had been taken to circulate thefe pamphlets, which, 
from the quarter they came, (hewed, that however they might af- 
fcX to fear for the fafety of the monarchy, their aXions did not be¬ 
tray the higheft rcfpcX for it, in endeavouring to leflen in the eyes 
of the Public the Prince who was next to fucceed to it. He re¬ 
marked on the fituution of the Princefs of Wales, a lovely and 
amiable woman torn from her family ; for though her mother was 
the King’s fitter, (he might ftill be faid to be tom from her family, 
by being removed from itll her early connexions ; what mud be her 
feelings from fuch circumftanccs attendant on her reception in a 
country, where (he had a right to expeX every thing befitting her 
high rank, and the exalted flatten to which (he was called ? As a 
friend to the Prince, hc,_ however, would not oppofc the patting of 
the prefent bill, for he was convinced that the fooner it was patted, 
the fooner would its abfurdity and malignity appear. If, as had 
been dated by a noble Lord, the arrears of the Dutchy of Cornwall 
were due to the Prince during the period of his minority, that quef- 
tion faould quickly be brought forward, and he traded that the no¬ 
ble Lord beforp whom it would come to be argued in his judicial 
capacity, and whofc judiee could not be impeached, would throw 
no impediment in the way of its fpeedy decifion. If the Princefs 
had children, an event which might foon be expeXed to take place, 
the very movers of the bilLwould be convinced of its abfurdity and 
Inhumanity, and would tramfelves be obliged to come forward with 
amendments on its prefent provilions. 

The bill was then read a fecond time. 
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Lord GRENVILLE faid, that when, on a former occafion, 
noble Duke (Grafton) had exprefled his opinion that nothing ought 
to be done in the prefent bufinefs, till it had been firft difeufied in 
the other lloufe of Parliament, that opinion, though accompanied 
with more afnerity than was pet haps ncccfiary, was fo conformable 
to the fentiments of Minifters, that he himfclf meant to have made 
an almoft limilar propofition.—-He contented himfelf on that occa¬ 
fion, with moving a firnple Addrefs of Thanks for His Majefty’s 
communication. In difeufling this fubjeft, it was evident that nJT 
grant madi to the Prince, could be rendered effeftual for his eafe 
and comfort, except means were at the fame time taken to relieve 
him from Ids embarrafi'ments. It was ncccfiary therefore to make 
provifions with a view to that object. The interference of the h^nd 
of Parliament alone could efiedt that purpofc *vhich was definable 
with rcfpect to the Prince himfelf, or give proper fecurity to his 
creditors. It was fatisfadlory to know from the authority of his 
Royal Highnefs, that he was difpofed to acquiefcc in whatever mea- 
furcs the wifdorn of Parliament might think fit to recommend. 
But if no fuch mefiagd had been delivered, every one who was ac¬ 
quainted with the character of his Royal Highnefs, and the princi¬ 
ples in which he had been educated, mufl have been allured of his 
refolution to teftiiy fuch an acquiescence. lie had a clear and de¬ 
cided opinion that the grant to be made .by the prefent bill to his 
Royal Highnefs was not more than what confiituted a proper eftab- 
lifirmcnt for the maintenance of his ftntc and dignity. Out of that 
grant, however, a very large fum was to. be appropriated to the 
difeharge of the debts of his Royal Ilighnefe. The queftion then 
was, Whether, under the prefent circumftances, Parliament ought 
to have taken upon id*‘If the payment of the debts, and to have af- 
figned ■ the whole of the dtahlifhmcnt unincumbered to his Royal 
Highnefs ? He wilhed to take every opportunity to inculcate the 
fentiment of afFc&hm to the Royal Family, and he was perfuaded 
that the illuftrious Perfonage himfelf, who was moil intcrefted, / 
wotild not, under all the circumftances of the times, have defired 
• any propofition to have been made to pay his debts, which (heuld 
-have had the uf 7 e£t to leave him in poflefiion of his full and unin¬ 
cumbered income. If it was nc:eflary to make provifion for the 
fupport of the ftate and dignity of the Prince of Wales, and the 
grant, made by the bill was not more than ought to be afligned for 
that purpofe, the next point was a queftion of great nicety, namely, 
What fum ought to be appropriated out qfjUie grant for the payment • 
of debts ? On the one hand was the confidcration of that ftate, which 
it was qeceflary to fupport, and which muft unavoidably be curtailed 
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by any large appropriation ; and on the other, the confederation of 
the much longer period during which the Prince would be left under 
his embarraffments, if only a fmall lum fhould be fet apart towards 
the liquidation of debt. He muft own that the proportion fet apart 
for this purpofe was a much larger one than he Ihould have been 
difpofed in the firft inftance to fubmit to the Iloufe. But coming 
before their Lordfhips in the fliapc in which it now did, recom¬ 
mended by the weight and authority of the Houfe.of Commons, 
•and apparently lhn&ioncd by the general voice of the country, he 
thought it was that film which they not only ought to permit to 
ftand in the bill, but which it was even defirablc for them to adopt. 
The intereft and character of the family to whom the illuftrious per-' 
.^fijnage belonged, had always found their belt fuppnrt from the af¬ 
fection and approbation of the people, and it was defirablc that their 
conduCt Ihould ever be in unifonwith the fentiments of the country. 
The fituation in which his Royal Highnefs had profeffed his difpo- 
fition to acquicfcc was one which would tend to place him high in 
the hearts and minds of the people, and to accelerate that period to 
Twhich they muft all look forward with fo much fatisfaltion. With 
refpelt to that part of the bill which related to the regulation of the 
expenditure, it would hardly meet with any oppofition. It was to 
be wifhed that forr.c fuch arrangement had been fooncr adopted. 
The fame regulations had been applied to the civil lift, which'was , 
for the maintenance of‘the regal ftate and dignity; the prefent were 
calculated to anfwcr the fame object with refpeCt to the Prince. 
He concluded with moving, that the bill be committed. 

The Duke of BEDFORD faid, that he rofc upon the prefent 
occalion with more than common diffidence. He was fcnfible that 
the queftion before their Lordfhips required the utmoft coolncfs and 
deliberation ; at the fame time he felt that what he had to fay would 
be plcafing to no party. He felt confidcrable pain in being obliged 
to blame the rafli extravagance of the Prince; he had lefs difficulty 
'' in adverting to the conduit of His Majcfty, as he knew that Mini- 
fters were refponfiblc for the part which he had been advifed to take 
qn jhc prefent occalion. He certainly would have oppofed the bill,' 
had not the meflage been that day brought down to the Houfc, ftat-. 
ing the aCquicfccnce of his Royal Highnefs. The bill itfelf he 
confidered as extremely objcltionable, as it referred to two points, 
which were in themfelvcs perfectly diftinlt. He certainly approved 
of the conduit of His Majefty in having ftated in the meffage to 
Parliament that his l^pyal Highnefs was much incumbered with 
debts. But the conduit, which he thought that they ought to have 
adopted was, either to have voted the fteceflary fum for his eftab- 
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lifomcnt, and left to himfelf to take the proper meafures for fatis- 
fvin'i his creditors, or to have waited till fueh time as he had chofen 
to come fonv ird to requell the afliftance of Parliament for the pur- ’ 
pofc of their liquidation. Coniidoring the rife of all articles, he 
did not think an addition of 2 5,000!. above what had been granted 
to former Princes of Wales too much on the prefent occalion — - 
But he was furprifed that Miniilers, who had formerly thought fo 
much finaller a fum adequate for Ins efTablifoment, foould now 
think that the alteration in his circumfomccs reqtftred fo large an’* 
addition as 75,0001. However difpofed he might be to ccnfure 
the extravagance of the Prince, he was not one of thofe who thought 
that it ought to he magnified into a crime. This foie of afperity, 
he remarked, had been adopted by men, who, wifoing to go backs iv. 
to their condiments after throwing away millions of the public mo¬ 
ney in the profeeucion of a war which they moil at lead admit to be 
unprofitable, were glad pf an opportunity to claim fomc credit for 
their economy in managing the national purfe. They might fay 
to’their condiments, “ Though we have fpent your money in the 
profecution of a war for the fupport of the Throne, do riotaceufe' ■- 
us with profufion; we have voted away feveral millions for that 
public object, but we have refufed to grant even a few hundred 
thoufands for the gratification of the heir apparent, for the liability 
of whofo claims we were contending.” There were fcvtral confi- 
derations which tended to extenuate the conduit of the Prince.— 
They ought to recollect his age, the fituation in which he was 
placed, and the infuffieicncy of his income to .fupport the fplcndor 
•nccelfary for his rank, lie thought that it would have been much 
better to have advanced a fum at once fufocient to have liquidated 
the debts. His Royal Father might have been exported to have 
contributed for that put pole. It was rather lingular that when in 
thccourfe of one year they had granted a fubfid) r of i,2oo,oool. to 
the King of Prufiia, anJ a much larger fum in loan to the Emperor, 
they foould now be difputing about advancing a few hundred thou- 
(and pounds for the Prinee. His Royal Highnefs was certainly-as 
good fecurity as the Emperor fur a fum fo comparatively fma!l.« 
When Mini tiers railed at the extravagance of the Prince, they for¬ 
got the examples of extravagance which had been afforde'd him in 
former times. Was his the only inllance which had occurred of 
promif s having been made to the Public, and having afterwards 
been broken? The fame Miniilers who adopted this ungracious 
mode of condufl towards the Prince, if, at a future period, they 
faw him on the throne, would be difpofed to pay the moll implicit 
fubmif&on to his will, to contend that all his meafures were infal- 
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libly right, and to brand with the name of Jacobins, all thofe who 
might be of a different opinion. This, he faid, was not the way 
in which the monarchy of Great Britain ought “to be fupported. 
He concluded with faying, that he would not oppofe the bill, how¬ 
ever he might confider it objectionable; but, that he had feveral 
amendments to propofe when it came into the Committee, 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved, that the fum which ■ 
was to be granted to the Prince of Wales was by no means more 
than was ncceffiry*. It was not indeed fo much as had been grant¬ 
ed to his Royal Highnefs, Frederick, the late Prince of Wales, 
That Prince had Ix^a allowed an income of ioo,oool. a year; 
and, when the noble Secretary of Slate came firwaid to propofe die 
jjaJjjmitment of this bill, which was, among other purpofes, to 
maintain the dignity of the heir apparent to the Throne, he would 
do well to confider die proj»ortion of the fum now to be granted to 
His Royal Highness, and that which had been granted to Prince 
Frederick, as well ns to confider what had been allowed to various 
other branches of the Royal Family for the laft century; and, when 
v drnt was done, he believed that the fum now propofed to be granted 
to the Prince would by no means appear exorbitant; it would be lb 
far from it, his Lordfhip here obferved, that it would appear un¬ 
equal to what Parliament had allowed bcfgre on many and various 
occasions out of the packets of the Public. He did not mean to fay, 
that more fliould be granted than was nmv propofed; but he wifhed 
to t ike a view of i», as compared with other allowances made out 
of the public purfe to branches of the Royal Family. Here was to 
be allowed tu Iris Royal Higiinefs a fum of 12 5,oool; a year: Prince 
Frederick had ioo,oool. Now, he would delire their Lordlhips 
to compare the fituation of the two Princes. To do this, it would 
be neceflary to confider the (late of the revenue of the country at the 
time when Prince Frederick had this allowance, and the date of it 
now. There was a term, which was perhaps more familiar at this 
«eminent to a French than an Englilh ear, but which was, how¬ 
ever,-.eafilv underdood: he meant that of “ dircdl and indirect 
ta:ccs*l’ At the time when Prince Frederick had his ioo,oool. a 
year, the indirect taxes were almoft nothing, when compared to the 
diredl ones. ‘ The indirect taxes were thofe, which, being laid on 
the articles of life which every one confumes, mud ncccffarily fall 
on the confumer, and thefe were the only taxes to which the Royal 
Family were fubjedl; for, by a claufe which was uniformly inferted 
. in bills that related to their income, they' wctc exempted from the 
diredl taxes. Since the time when Prince Frederick had this income, 
upwards of three millions of annual indirect taxes lad been laid on 
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the Public, confequently the prefcnt Prince of Wales muft bear his _ 
fhare of them as well as every other individual. None of thefe fell 
on Prince Frederick; it followed therefore, by calculation, that 
the 125,0001. now allowed to his Royal Highnefs, was a fum infe¬ 
rior in reality to that which had been allowed to his grandfather in 
a fimilar rank. The noble Secretary of State had, on a former 
occafion, exprefled his regret that this meafurc was at all ncceflary. 
He regretted it alfo j but he regretted too, that all the meafurcs which 
were propofed to ameliorate the condition of his* Royal Highnefs," 
did not go hand in hand. In the firft place, he muft fay, that in 
his opinion much blame refted upon Minifters upon this proceeding, 
and they had contrived, very unworthily, to load his Royal High¬ 
nefs with an unpopularity, which they could not have brought iqlm 
him by any means but tiiofe which they had purfued in the progrefs 
of this tranfaction. The noble Duke who had preceded him in this 
debate had dated, that they had given away the money of the Pub¬ 
lic in loads and heaps for carrying on this war: To this he readily 
aflented, for they had done fo, and for what r Why, upon their 
own declarations, for the purpofc chiefly of fccuring Royalty in tlto' 
country. In this declaration they might be able perhaps to make 
fomething up to their own confciences, for he knew not what was 
palling there; they would however find it difficult to fatisfy the Pub¬ 
lic upon that fubjecl: but fucli was the avowed objedl. Now he 
ihould be glad to know, how any Member of the Houfc of Com¬ 
mons, who voted for the war upon this principle of fupporting Roy¬ 
alty in this country, could tell him that he had any great objection 
to this allowance to the Prince of Wales, cfpecially when it was 



recolledtcd that 99,0001. was granted to the cmigran s up mi tlic 
fcorc of Royalty? He could not conceive how men wl>.» die this 
ihould oppofe this income to the Prince, or fay they wei ■ d; con¬ 
tented with it, unlefs they fuppofed there was fome other id liter 


which it was more important tor them to conciliate. 


Minifies hrt-* 


adted very warily in this bufinefs ; they had taken to thcmfelvta 
the credit of refeuing his JRoyal Highnefs from his embarralfmchts, 


and of paying his creditors ; they were unwilling he Ihould.hive 
any of the management of it himfelf, bccaufe they knew that in 
that cafe he would have the popularity of the meafure, bccaufe the 


Public would then perceive that the idea originated from him.— 
But while Minifters had thus artfully and fpecioufly idled, he, 



for one, muft fay, that under pretence of providing for his dig¬ 
nity and eafe, they had done every thing in their power to lower • 
him in the opinion of the people of England. Had they al¬ 
lowed him this income, and given to him the management of it. 
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they would have afforded a much more folid foundation for the fup- 
port of his dignity. The plan in this bill for the liquidation of the 
debts, appeared to him exceedingly defective. The noble Earl en- 
' tcred into fome calculations to enforce his objection, and to fhew 
that from a different management the whole of the debts would have 
worn a very different complexion, from what they do at prefent. 
Jle did not now look whether the Prince had or had not been ex¬ 
travagant, the quofiion now was, What he came to the Public for ? 
and upon this he muff fay that the Prince was hardly dealt with in 
this buffnefs, and he fhould not have been in die leaf! furprifed, 
had the demand been greater upon his Royal Highnefsthan it really 
is. ^ JWhat had the Prince done to be fo much ccnfured as lie nad 
oeen ? Was there any thing fo very extraordinary in his prefent fi- 
tuation ? What Prince did we know, who had not, in his iituation, 
come for a greater fum from the Public ? Perfons at his time of 
life, and his ftation, rather regulated their conduct with a reference 
to what they expert, than what they actually pofiefs; and here it 
Vtfdld not be improper to take a fliort view of what had been al¬ 
lowed to other branches of the Royal Family in this country. Five 
hundred thoufand pounds were paid for Queen Ann. George the 
Firft had one million three hundred thoufand pounds extraordinary 
allowed to him. George the Second,, about one million five hun¬ 
dred thoufand pounds, and this at a time when the public revenue 
was lefs by millions than it is at prefent, when the indiredt taxes, 
all of which his prefent^Royal Highnefs mull pay like any other in¬ 
dividual, conftitutc fo material a difference. Kis Royal Highnefs 
had yet only received, as extraordinary from the Public, two hundred 
and fixty-onc thoufand pounds. The noble Earl was not furprifed 
at this ; he fhould not have been furprifed if his Royal Highnefs 
had wanted a much larger fum than he does at prefent. When 
Minirters pledged themfclves in 1787, that no more applications 
. *xor payments of debts fhould be made, they ought to have taken 
care that fome provilion like the prefent fhould have long fince been 
madclfi prevent it. They well knew the manner in which his 
Royal Highnefs was living, yet they never faid a fyUable againft it. 
—They had an opportunity fome years ago, of entering into a pro- 
vilion of this kind, when it was in the mouth of every one, that a 
loan was negoeiating at Antwerp ; but. Minifters took no notice of 
it; they had paffed by a hundred occafions, if they had been minded, 

• to have laid hold of them. Another circumffancc which tended 
greatly to lcflen the blame of his Royal Highnefs in his eyes, was 
the advice, the contradictory advice, which had been from tim; to 
■.time offered him from different quarters. By fome he was adfvifed 
Vol.XL.II. 4C 
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to purfue a fcheme of retrenchment and economy ; but had no foone 
made up his' mind to this, than other more fubtle and alluring ad- 
vifers perfuaded him that it was ncccffary to the dignity of the Heir 
Apparent, that he (hould live in a ftate of fplendor; a kind of ca- * 
tcchifm was given him to gel by heart, and the chief burden of the * 
creed was, that he ought, at Ice ft, to live upon a footing with Mon- 
ficur Egalitc. No wonder that a youthful and fprightly mind (hould 
be led aftray by fuch fafeinating councils; he gt>t his catechifm by 
heart; he pradlifed the doctrines inculcated; and now the very 
men who wrote and taught him it, arc the loudeft in condemning 
the happy cffcdls it had produced. He w f as fure that if the people 
of this country faw the matter in its real light, Mipiftcrs w< u]rf«not 
be fucccfsful in their endeavours to bring odium upon his Royal 
Highnefs; it would fall upon Miniftcrs themfclvcs, who now af- 
fedted to feel fuch extreme acuteneis, upon touching the public 
purfe. The noble Earl then proceeded to make fcvcral obfervations 
on the different provifions of the bill. He difapproved of the re¬ 
ft ridlions, as far as they were pcrfonal, againft his Royal Highrraft ; 
but obferved that he lhould approve of them, if they were merely 
general to any Prince of Wales. He blamed Minifters for not 
making thefc provifions, when the fubjedi of the Prince’s debts were 
before Parliament on a former occafion, for he did not fee whv one 
meffage to Parliament lhould be followed up with more reftridlions 
than another meffage. Minifters might afk, “ I low could they do 
it?” There were a thoufand ways by w^iich they could. They 
might have done it then by the very means they adopted now, if 
they had been willing. It would require more ingenuity for them 
to convince the Public that they (hould not then have done it, than 
that they would not. They had cherifhcd the hopes of his Royal 
Highnefs, and now they attempted to degrade him ; but he was not 
at all furprifed at that, becaufe it was pcrfcdtly corrcfpondcnt wkh 
all their conduit towards bis Royal Highnefs, and toward:, the . 
lie. *He lhould not enter more at large into the bill in its preient 
ifege, becaufc this was not. the ftage in which he lhould fpe- 
cihc objection to„the claufes. The meffage from his Royal High¬ 
nefs delivered this day prevented him from oppofing the principle of 
the bill. 

v The Duke of CLARENCE faid, that when the loan abroad 
was propofed on the part of his brother the Prince of Wales, he 
' could fay pofitively, that the Secretary of State of this country pre¬ 
vented it. 

Lord GRENVILLE lamented that -there (hould be introduced 
into the difcuflion of this bill any perfonal cenfurc on His Majefty V * 
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Minifters. Nothing more foreign to the bill could be pofiibly 
brqught forward ; nothing more foreign to the wifhcs, he believed, 
of their Lordfhips, and of the people of England, than that a de¬ 
bate on a fubjeCl of fuch public importance (hould take fo perfonal 
a turn, as to reduce it to a party, queftion. He pledged himfel£ 
however, to reply, if any perfonality was introduced. He now 
ftood up to perform his promife, and he would affert, without the 
lead: fear of con tradition, that no cenfure whatever could poftibly 
be palled on Minifters for their conduct, in any one part th£y had 
taken in this proceeding. This he faid, becaufe it was not the 
ordinary courfe of debating in that Houfe, to chaige the King's 
Minifters with trying, in that Houfe, to degrade the fon of the King 
and the Heir Apparent to his throne. This was not an ordinary 
cenfure, and therefore he muft repel the attempt. What was the 
cenfure ? and what the argument to fupport it ? Firft, that Mini¬ 
fters were the caufe of thefe debts being contracted. They the caufe 
of the debts being contracted! How fo ? Was there any man in 
this* country who would lay his hand upon his heart and fay fo ? 
At the time when the fubjeCt of the debts of his Royal Highnefs 
were before Parliament on a former occafion, he had not the honour 
of holding any official fituation under His Majefty. He gave his 
opinion only as a Member of Parliament, and that opinion he was 
ready to maintain now. Whatever the noble Earl might think, he 
was of opinion that the whole of the income, now propofed, might 
be proper, although the income was fuffident for his Royal Highnefs ; 
the whole difference being between the ftatc of a married and an un¬ 
married Prince. The queftion of the precife amount to be granted, 
was one on which th*?$e muft be a diverfity of opinion ; and, per¬ 
haps, no two perfons might exaCtly agree upon it, that, therefore, 
ought to be difeuifed. But, how could it poiftbly be fuppofed, that 
Minifters had endeavoured to attach any unpopularity on the Prince, 

■ by. bringing the matter forward ? But, it was faid by the noble Earl, 
that Minifters endeavoured to degrade the Prince of Wales by the 
meaferb»which they now brought forward. Now he would wilh to 
alk, whether that noble Earl would not have faid, and, indeed, ‘ 
with a better chance of fucceeding with the Public if he did, that 
Minifters, if they ftiould haye refufed to bring this fubjeCl forward, 
had attempted to difgrace his Royal Highnefs ? fothat the endeavout 
to aflift the Prince of Wales was now brought forward againft Mi* 
•nifters as an attempt to degrade him. He, on the contrary, trufted 
that their Lordlhips and the Public would feel that Minifters had 
done every thing practicable to fupport the dignity of his Royal 
Highnefs. Another point had been infilled upon with as little rea* 

4Ca 
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fon as the reft. It was faicl that Minifters were to blame for not 
bringing this bufmefs forward (boner, and for not having taken mep- 
fures to prevent the contrafling debts in future. What! before any 
application on the part of his Royal Highnefs to difeharge his in¬ 
cumbrances ? What right had they ? What power had they r What 
influence had they to do fo ? When the application was regularly 
made, they brought forward the beft mode they were able, and were 
they therefore to be ccnfurcd for fubmitting the wKolc of it to Par¬ 
liament? Indeed, if the noble Earl blamed Minifters for not coming 
forward on behalf of the Prince, without knowing that his Royal 
* ffighnefs wanted any of their afliftance, to fettle a mode for the pay¬ 
ment of his debts; without knowing that he wiflied to adopt a fly, __ 
he muft fay, that the blame was of a very extraordinary nature. 
There would have been great indelicacy in fuefi an officious condufl, 
and for which he had no doubt that the noble Earl would have been 
ready enough to cenfurc Minifters. The noble Lord then obferved 
that it did not become him to take upon himfelf the defence of Mcm-_ 
bers of the other Houfc of Parliament, to whom allufion had been 
made ; from Come of them he differed, and feme of them he knew 
to be pretty well able to defend thcmfclvcs. They had granted large 
fupplies for the profecution of this juft and nccclfary war. They 
had, many of them, exprefled confiderabjc objeflion to the prefent 
meafurc. He knew' no rcafon for faying that they were not afluated 
"by a due fenfeof their public duty ; and therefore, he, for one, was 
.not prepared to cenfurc them for their condufl. This queftien was 
not a queftion of attachment to any particular perfon, but a public 
qiicftion, on which every Member of Parliament ought to aft ac¬ 
cording to his own idea of his public duty. There was no doubt 
but that there were feme perfons who wifhed to vilify his Royal High¬ 
nefs, and every branch of the Royal Family. Such perfons were 
enemies to Monarchy ; but, fure he was, that it was the objeft qf 
Minifters to keep Monarchy refpcftable and dignified, and he h&L, 
no doubt but that fuch was the vrifh of the great mafs of the people. 

The Duke of CLARENCE obferved, that the noble Sectary 
of State had ftated that he was not a‘ Minifter when the debts of 
the Prince of Wales were before Parliament on a former occaflon. 
He was Minifter m 1792. Now he wanted to know whether there 
was not a ftatcinent of fafts on the incumbrances of the Prince of 
Wales at that time prefented to a'certain quarter. He knew there 
was, and therefore the noble Secretary could not be ignorant of the 
affairs of the Prince at that period. 

■ Lord GRENVILLE faid there could be no debate where there 
Wits no equality, and therefore he muft decline any farther cGnteft'' 
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upon this part of the fubjeCt. He had dated what part lie had taken 
as # Member of Parliament, and what officially occurred upon the 
meafure now before the Houfe. He did not apprehend it came within 
the fcope of his official duty to ftate in that Houfe any thing con¬ 
cerning an application made to another quarter. 

The Marquis of BUCKINGHAM complained of the want of 
temper in the conduit of this bufinefs, and difapproved of the in¬ 
troduction of fo much various matter. He profeffed his intention of 
confining himfclf to the bill itfelf, and ftudioufly to refrain from 
any expreflien or allufion that could give pain to any quarter. He 
wifhed the debate could be fo conducted, that nothing but the mat¬ 
ter in hand fhould be clearly difeuffed. On the fubjedt then of 
provifion, he faid, little differences might certainly arife. Shades 
of opinions would enter and mix in a greater or lefs degree into the 
difeuffion, whether the fum fhould be 125,0001. with the Dutchy 
of Cornwall, or whether more or lefs. To difmifs the firft part, 
he would haften to the fccond, and enter his proteft ngainft charging 
the fums fpecified in the bill on the confolidated fund, inflead of the 
civil lift.—On the famous debate, rcfpeCling the incrcafcd cftablifh- 
ment of Frederick Prince of Wales, the queftion never once was 
agitated whether any fum fhould be taken from out of the confolidated 
fund, but whether His, Majcfty fhould give a larger allowance out 
of the civil lift. Only of late years had this fyftcm been departed 
from ; and even if it had not been fo, he fhould probably have ob¬ 
jected, as he fhould have wifhed ever to refill: fuch acceffions to the 
civil lift. As to the recognition of certain debts which were involved 
in this bill, he had hoped when they were mentioned, that fome- 
thing would have been faid upon them. Parliament at no period 
ever did recognize the debts incurred by the Crown or its dependen¬ 
cies until the prefent reign ; and it was fit that Parliament fhduld be 
cautious in fuch recognitions. Some years ago, when the fame 
queftion was agitated, he had a great inclination to come down to 
the Houfe on purpofe to oppofc it, and to ftate his rcafons for fo do- 
iftg'f but fomc private bufinefs interfered, and he did not attend the 
Parliament. His Majefty then ftated the grounds of his application, 
together with ftrong affurances of regularity in future. Thofe aflur- 
anccs were ftill in everybody’s mouth, and nothingftrongcr*could 
be urged againft the prefent queftion. Parliament at that time wifhed 
to avoid looking too minutely into the accounts, bccaufe it trufted 
a fimilar application would never again be made. The Commons 
in particular replied in their anfwcr to the Royal meftage, that they 
aCied fpecifically upon that reliance. He was forry, therefore, that 
a fimilar application had fo foon occurred \ and he was forty alfo that 
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the former aflurances were given, as they tended to leflen that re- 
fpedt which he wilhed to fee attached to the Royal Family ; cfpecj- 
allv, too, as the Royal Family for fourfcore years had conflantly 
conformed to the Parliamentary arrangements. He imagined, that 
the arrangements which were made by Parliament in 1780, might 
have been adhered to, and the Prince’s credit been preferved ; for, 
in regird to the regulations then made, there was nothing propofed 
but wh.it the Prince was competent for. Indeed Tic was defirous 
that Parliament (hould not recognize thefe debts, that if any of them 
ihnuld remain unpaid on the demife of the Prince, they might ferve 
as an example, in terrorem , to future difhoneft creditors. It would 
therefore: be a wholefome leifon, that Parliament (hould not be re- . 
ipbnfihlc. Another objection he had was, that the provifions did 
not anfwer the purjxifes for which they were profeffed to be made. 
They profefleil to liberate the Prince from the clamours of his cre¬ 
ditors, when in fad the bill was not computfory and mandatory upon 
all. It operated only upon thofc who (hould choofe to fubmit, and 
an'honed tradesman would be a madman to claim the benefit of this 
aid, when he might recover his demands immediately by law. 
True it was, that fome claufe might afterwards be added to accom¬ 
modate this matter, but as it now flood, the bill was extremely de¬ 
fective. . No honeft tradefman could be expected to fubject himfeif 
to fuch inconveniences as he was liable to experience by it, if he 
had other means of recovering ; for his accounts were liable to be 
examined ; then he mufl produce a number of vouchers; and during 
the time which might be confumed in the examination of thefe 
'vouchers, his accounts might poflibly be forced to undergo the in- 
fpedlion of new Commiflioncrs \ then after all this wafte of time 
and trouble, he receives only fome debentures, which he may difpofe 
of with*the lufs of difeount, or which he will be paid for by different 
inftalments in ten or twelve years after. This part moft likely would 
be amended in the Committee, and he did not therefore dwell upon \ 
it, thongh he could not then fee how it would be remedied. ,As a' 
farther objection to the principle of the bill, he alked, why precaw* 
tions were neceflivy to impofe a reflraint upon all future Princes? 
The bill mufl be altered, he conceived, before it could ploducc any 
advantage. In refpeft to the debts, he thought the Prince might 
Js*ve adopted fome meafures for their liquidation, without fubmitting 
ifttmfclf to the controul of Parliament. 

The Pari of GUILFORD agreed with the noble Marquis who 
had juft fat down; but he thought it, notwithftanding, better to give 
his opinion on his legs than by a filcnt vote. He had been delivered 
from a. difficulty by the meffage of his Royal Highnefs, but he nc- 
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vcrthelcfs wiffied the fettling of the debts had been left out of the 
provifion made for the cftablilhment. He was aware, that without 
Parliamentary fecurity it might be difficult to adopt an cftc&ual plan 
of arrangement; but he could not approve of conjoining the provi- 
fions. One hundred thoufand pounds he conceived to be a proper in¬ 
come for the Prince’s cftabliffiment, and, as fuch, it fhould have been 
allowed. It was impoflible, in his opinion, to blame the Prince 
for exceeding the income allowed in 1780, when, in the general 
opinion, it was maintained, that an eftabliftiment fuitable to his 
rank,, dignity, and clreumftance, could not be fupported w’ith lefs 
than t oo,oooI. per annum. In reply to what the noble Marquis 
hadobferved, that if the payment of the debts were not to berecog- 
nifed by Parliament, tfnd fomc of them were left unpaid on the 
demife of his Royal Highncfs, that it would be an wholesome Icfloii 
to w icked creditors ; he laid it would not confine itfelf to wicked 
creditors alone, though lie could wilh it fo to do, hut would extend 
alfo to as lioneft men, and as ufcful and refpaflable in the commu¬ 
nity, as any of the noble Peers there prefent. After expreffing an 
opinion, that it was improper to fuffer the Prince to be dependent on 
Minifters, he concluded with a declaration of his determination to 
vote for the commitment of the prefent bill. , 

The Karl of CAERNARVON fa id that it was impofliMc to fe- 
paratc the provifion for the payment of the debts from the allowance 
for the income ; and in reply to the noble Marquis, upon the alter¬ 
native of fubmitting to the benefits of this a&, or recovering by le¬ 
gal proccfs, he ftated that it could not be ; for it would be to the 
difgrace and the dilcrcdit of the country, if a legal proccfs could be 
inftituted againft the Prince after the palling of this-bill, and confc- 
quently a claufc would remedy that evil. 

The Earl of MOIRA rofc to ftatc the rcafons why he objected 
both to the principle and the claufcs of the bill, at the fame time 
that he declared his intention not to oppofe it or vote againft it, if a 
divifion took place. He affirmed, that the provifions of the bill 
ww* equally inadequate and inapplicable to the purpofes which it 
held out, and ma ; ntained that, throughout the whole of this tranf-- 
a&ion, the Prince had been unfairly dealt with, by the manner in 
which his fituation had been brought before the Public. If a dif¬ 
ferent conduct had been purfued, he was furc the Public would have 
been as ready to come forward with afliftance, as the Prince was 
uneafy that circumftanccs made it neceflary for him to apply to them. 
Nothing could more ftrongly point this out than the communication 
which he had made to Parliament, fetting forth in language of heart¬ 
felt contrition the embarraffments he lay under, and this he conceived 
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ought to have been received more as a candid and manly acknow¬ 
ledgement of his real iituation, than held out as an inference that 
he had been guilty of any criminal extravagance or idle wade of 
money not his own. He had always been one of thofe who thought 
the Prince’s income inadequate even to the current expcnccs of his 
iituation, and therefore he was the lefs furprifed at his getting in 
debt. He differed entirely from the noble Earl, who dated that 
his Royal Highnefs had regulated his conduct and Cxpcnccs by cate- 
chifm fet down to him, by which he was led to believe, that when¬ 
ever his debts amounted to a fum diffidently large, he ought then, 
and not before, to make his dtuation known to Parliament. By 
fuch an advice he certainly might have been deceived, and encou¬ 
raged to run hcedlefsly into cxpcncc. But he was furc that from 
no fuch catechifm, and by no fuch advice, had his Royal Ilighnefs’s 
conduit been dictated, and no man could have been more ferioudy 
affc&cd than he was when he fird knew the iituation of his affairs; 
in (hort, he thought language by far too hardi had been applied to 
his conduit, 'when his fault really amounted to no more than thi§ : 
He feemed ignorant of the old proverb, “ that drop added to drop 
may become an ocean,” anil thus he had thoughtlefslv involved him- 
felf in embarraffinents much greater than he had any idea of.’ The 
npblc Lord then proceeded to fay, that when he had read the debates 
in the other Houfe of Parliament in the ncwfpapers, he could hardly 
give credit to what he there read; but he was afterwards convinced 
of the expreffions that had been ufed, from the converfation of dif¬ 
ferent gentlemen. In (lead of difeuffing the fubjclt of the incum¬ 
brances in a manner fuited to the perfon in debate, who was one 
day to afeend the Throne, the Prince had not been treated even as 
a gentleman. Being at the mercy of the Houfe, lie ought to have 
been coniidercd with more lenity and rcfpe.lt. Had he had a feat 
in that Affcmbly, he iliould have difculfid the quertion very differ¬ 
ently from the way in which it had been difeuifed. He ihould have 
friade up his mind as to the part he ought to take;—if he had 
“thought the application to Parliament improper, and unfit to W*«t- 
tended to, he would have rejected it with a filent referve ; if he had 
thought other-.vife, he ihould have (hewn himfclf liberal, and dif- 
cntangled the Prince without difgracing him. He ihould have done 
otherwife than the bill propofed to do; for it directly- contradicted 
the’grounds on which it was profeffed to be brought forward, viz. 
•to favc Monarchy from difgracc, by giving affiftance to the Prince. 
According to the prefent bill, a fmallcr income was allowed to his 
•&oyal Highnefs than would, by experience, be adequate to the pur- 
Ipofes for whioh.it was intended, or on which he could fubfift or 
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maintain his dignity. He would aflc the noble Lords in the confi¬ 
dence, and about the Prince, whether the bill in queftion was not, 
in every tittle of it, totally different from that firft propofed to his 
Royal Highnefs; as well as contrary to his opinion ? He, from be¬ 
ing honoured with his confidence, could ftatc what it was, and he 
could fqbmit it to the Houfc. His Royal Highnefs feeling, as he 
had always done, the utmoft deference to the opinion of the Legi- 
flature of the country; and to whofe dccifions he would ever impli¬ 
citly fubmit any opinion of his own, could not help feeling upon 
the prefent occafion, that the bill, as it now flood, involved him in 
a fituation which would embarrafs him in a contradictory and un- 
pleafant dilemma, from which he would be unable to extricate him- 
felf or adl, as the bill propofed he (hould. The meafure wn9 con¬ 
tradictory in itfelf, and feme part of the provifions rendered it im- 
poflible to purfue or obferve the others. If one part of the bill was 
implicitly obeyed, the other muft ncccffarily be ncgledted. One 
objedt being purfued, the other muft be loft. The objedt of the 
meafure, as it in the preamble fetout to profefs, was to give an in- 
creAfed income to his Royal Highnefs the Prince of Wales. This 
income was deemed neceffary to fupport and maintain the dignity of 
the chandler. In giving this income, it was thought to be fuch 
as was proper and neceffary to fupport the rank of the Heir Apparent 
of the Monarchy—and the fplendour of the fituation was deemed 
an effential part of the national arrangement. If fuch, therefore, 
was the objedl; if it was meant to give that fplendour and dignity 
it pmfeffed to give, thc,other provifions of that adt entirely deftroyed 
fuch intention. Immediately after the additional,income was voted; 
it was, by the fubfequent parts of the bill, taken away ;* and he was 
difmiffcd into retirement, with the rank of a private gentleman. If 
this latter part of the arrangement muft be obferved, the former 
muft be defeated ; and it was impofliblo to fulfil the purpofe of-the 
bill, by maintaining the ftate and dignity of a Prince of Wales, 
fuch as the nation had decided to be a neceffary appendage to the 
Monarchy; His Royal Highnefs felt this contradi&ion, and thought, 
from Jthc imperfection of the meafure, that it was likely the wifdom 
of Parliament muft in a future day again be called upon. But 
whatever was the individual opinion of his Highnefs, he fubmitted 
it with the utmoft plcafurc to the wifdom of Parliament, and with 
the greateft fatisfadlion and readinefs would accede to any appropria¬ 
tion which they might deem neceffary. Lord Moira then obferved, 
that he knew not who had advifed the prefent meafure of an appli¬ 
cation to Parltament; if he had had the honour to have advifed his 
Royal Highnefs, he ihould have, diffuaded him from fo doing. Ht 
Vol, XLII. 4 t> 
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fhould Hate, that when the application was made to Parliament in 
thevyear 1787, the Prince conferred with him on the fubjed*, and 
declared that the provifion of increafed income then granted him was 
not adequate to his cftabliihmcnt and needfary expences. His Lo'rd- 
fhip had no doubt but the meffage, fuch as had been fent to Parlia¬ 
ment, was read to his Royal Highnefs; he would not difpute it, 
nor fuppofc the Piincc was trepanned into giving his aflfent to it; 
but he believed that the mclTage had been lightly read over to his 
Highnefs, and that the object was to get fome fort of concurrence 
to it. In refpedt to the prefent bill, he knew that it had been pro- 
pofed by the Prince to accept of ioo,oool, a year, including the 
Dutchy.of Cornwall; and that 50,0001. a year (hould be appro¬ 
priated for the payment of his debts. His Royal Highnefs wiffied 
tor no reverfion of the latter fum. He never wiffied for the arrears 
of the Dutchy of Cornwall, but as a means of paying off his debts. 
By the manner in which the prefent bill had been brought forward, 
it appeared to him that the Miniflcr had not given fufficient credit 
to the Public foi their generous and liberal fentiments towards the 
Prince; had he trufted more to them, the matter would have been 
differently concluded, and more to the intereft of all parties. By 
the fpeech which introduced it, much ftrefs was laid on the embar- 
•ralfmcnts which attended the mcafurc; and a colour focmed to be 
given, that the items of the debts wore fuch as could :w>: meet in- 
vefligation. Thus were they mngnifted, 'and a fufpicion caft upon 
them, which very naturally excited much jealoufy among the Pub¬ 
lic. It was a!lb impoflible not tc. notice the indefatigable calumny 
which had been ufed in every of this bufinefs to depreciate the 
Prince in the public opinion. He thought it a difgracc to the coun¬ 
try. H is Loruihip lure commented ujon the plan of i(filing de-. 
bentures, and upon :he appointment of the Commiflioncrs. He 
thought the arrangement went to rake away from his Royal High¬ 
nefs every degree of management in bis own affairs. The Com- 
miffioners we it* ivn° of lhcm connected with his Highnefs ; and he 
thought, that at lea ft, fome one of his law officers, or other perfon, 
who pofleffed the confidence, and hail communication with Jus 
Highnefs, (hould be included in the lift. The prefent arrangement 
gave a fort of influence amongft the creditors, which fome time or 
pthcr might appear at a YVeftminftcr election, as the Commiffioncrs 
would have it in their power to pay off the debentures of one fet of 
cfeditofs in preference to another, as it fuited their views, fje de¬ 
clared that he did not mean now, or at any future ftage of the bill, 
Jo move any alteration in it, becaufo he trufted its abfurdity was fuch 
Parliament and thtp Public would fee the ncceffity for fetting it 
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afidc. He did not think that this qucftion could be entirely uncon¬ 
nected with party \ but he differed widely from thofe who thought 
that the oppofition and harftmefs uted in both Houfes on this bill 
would give pleafure to the ear of'a certain great perfonage. Certain 
he was that his Royal Highnefs glowed with evciy fentiment of af¬ 
fection, duty and gratitude to his parents. 

The Earl of LAU DERDALE contended that nothing had fallen 
from any of the -noble Lords, that could be called a vindication of 
Minifters. He had always thought that the Prince’s income had 
been inadequate, at the fame time he never would agree to have it 
made fo much a greater burden upon the people for the purpofes of 
paying his ‘debts. He had always believed, and now he had heard 
from authority, rhe nature of the mdfage in 1787, which was, 
that it did not come as an a&ual promife from the Piincc, but as a 
mcafure which Minifters thought poliiically-convcnicnt for thcmfelves 
at the time ; and they had perfuaded his Royal Highnefs, againft 
his own opinion, to agree to it. Promifes of this fort they had 
known before. Here the noble Earl {fated the firft addition granted 
to the civil lilf in 1769, and that in 1777, when the Speaker of 
the Houfc of Commons had made a fpeech at their bar, which had 
juuly merited and received the repeated thanks of both Houfes of 
Parliament. He adverted to a new fort of reafoning that had been 
ufed that night; noble I’ords talked of fupporting the bill, becaufc 
Its abfurdity was fo great that the Public mud fee the neceflity of 
fetring it alide. He was very forry to hear fuch declarations in that 
Houle, lie faw much cenfure attached to the Minilfcrs in the 
whole of this bufinefs; and was lure, if other men had been in 
power, and other men more naturally connected with his Royal 
Highnefs had given advice, fuch embarraflments never would have 
Occurred : An ample revenue would have been firft allowed to the 
Prince, and then an additional income upon his marriage; and all 
that would have been done with credit to the Prince and juftice to 
the people.- He begged leave to fet the noble Earl who fpoke laft tp 
right, as to the fuppofed infinuation tliat the oppofition to this bill 
was made to give pleafure to the ear of a certain illuftrious perfon¬ 
age : He would think himfclf a madman or a fool, had he faid any 
fuch thing. What he faid alluded to a very different quarter i and 
it muft have been obvious that he meant Mi'nilfers, when he ob- 
ferved, that he could not conceive any one would endeavour to de¬ 
grade his Royal Highnefs, unlefs they knew it would pleafe another 
quarter batter than their conftituents. 

The Earl of MOIRA rofe to explain fome particulars of his 
.fpeech which had been mife^neeived by the noble Earl. With n~ 
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fpe& to theidca entertained- by the Prince of this bill, he would take 
upon kimfclf to aflert pofnively, that his Royal Ilighnefs confidercd 
it as highly prejudicial to his intcrefts—and indeed to have fuimfed 
any other opinion upon it, would prove his Highnefs *0 have a mind 
incapable of judging. When the Prince of Wales was finale, 
fcventy-threc thou fa nd pounds a year were found inadequate to the 
fupport of that fplendour, which it was deemed ncccifary for the dig¬ 
nity of die Monarchy thatthc Heir Apparent fhoul.d maintain—And 
no 'k’t when his cxpenccs were of courfe very confiderably increafcd, 
it was expedted that he fliould live in greater fplendour upon an in¬ 
come of lixty-fivc thoufand {xiunds per annum—-Their Lordftiips, 
upon a few moments recollection, mufr perceive, that with the mod 
minute attention and rigid economy, his Royal Highnefs could not 
poilibly keep up any degree of date and dignity upon that income ; 
the confequence mud therefore needfarily be, that inftcad of the 
fplendour of a Prince, the Heir Apparent muft live as a country 
gentleman. When he .dated that the high Perfonngc, whofc name 
he had taken the liberty to mention, did not conceive this bill com¬ 
patible with his interells, he deli red not to be fuppofed to convey an 
idea that the Prince wiflied the bill not to pafs; on the contrary, 
the Prince was willing to adopt any mcafurc which might come re¬ 
commended by the wifdomof Parliament.—There appeared to him 
a very extraordinary degree of inconfiftency in this hill; it was faid 
by its fupporters, that the Heir Apparent (hould preferve a certain 
portion of flare and dignity, in order that he might afeend the 
Throne with the habitual refped of the people ; and yet by this bill 
it was rendered utterly impoflible for the Prince to live in that 
.manner. 

. Lord GRENVILLE faid, that, with the utmoft rcfpcdl for the 
fentiments of the noble Lord who fpokc laft, he muft take the li¬ 
berty of ftating, that the fentiments of his Royal Highnefs could 
not be regularly conveyed to them in that manner. The Prince’s 
gracious acquielccnce in the mcafures fuggefted by Parliament, had 
been communicated to them by his Highnefs’s femnts; and upon 
that tonummicatinn they mult act. The noble Lord had"endea¬ 
voured to fix an ii.cbnfiftency upon His Majuffy’s Minifters, by at* 
tribuling to them the opinion that it was needfary that the Heir Ap¬ 
parent thould maintain a confidcrable degree of fplendour. He ad¬ 
mitted that Adminiftration would certainly confidcr that as a defir- 
able circumftance, and had fuggefted to Parliament a provifion, 
which, after a certain period, would enable the Prince to live in a 
ftyle fuitablc to his rank.—But then, it w£s faid, that by the pro- 
yifionsot thi* bill, his Royal I lighted* would be obliged to go into 
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retirement; that was alfo true, for he confidercd it more confident 

with the true fplcndour and dignity of the Prince, that by a tempo- 
TaW retirement, he (hould exonerate himfelf from the incumbrances 
under which he laboured, than that any additional incumbrance 
(hould be laid upon the people for that purpofe. 

The motion forthc fccond reading of the bill was put and carried 
without a diviiion. The bill was then read a fccond time, and or* 
dered to be committed to-morrow. Adjourned. 

Thu tfday, 2$tb Junt. 

The order of the day being moved for the commitment of the 
Piincc of Wales’s bill, and the Houfc having refolved itfelf into a 
Committee, 

The Duke of BEDFORD obferved, that he had originally ob¬ 
jected to the principle of this bill, and alfo to the provifions. He* 
did fo. {till, for lie remained of his former opinion. But as his 
Royal Highncfs had acquicfced in the bill, and had manifeited that 
acquiefccncc, and as this was dated in feveral parts of the bill itfelf, 
and as all objections would now be fruitlcfs, he (hould no longer 
offer any oppoiition to the bill. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE did not entirely agree with the 
no! ile Duke, as to the real meaning of the aequiefeence of the Prince. 
When he communicated his readinefs to acquiefce in whatever the 
wifdom of Parliament might determine, he muft mean to confide in 
that wifdom j not that he would have it underftood, that the pre- 
fent bill was agrceabfc to him. 

Tiie Earl of MOIRA put it to their Lerdfliips, whether it was 
proper that the Princefe, after being invited over by the unanimous 
wi!h of the nation, under the idea of being made the partner and 
fharer of the fplcndour due to the rank (lie was to hold, fhould be 
fent into a retirement of nine years ? If the mcafurc of dignity and 
fplendour neceffary to the fupport of the character of Prince of Wales, 
could not be fupported under the fum of 125,0001. per annum, as 
declared by the bill, how could the Prince fupport it wbh fo cur¬ 
tailed an income? If it was conftitutionally neceffary that fueh rank 
and appearance (hould be held by the Prince, it was acting contrary 
to the interefts of the Monarchy, and therein contrary to the interefts 
of the country, which was attached to the interefts of the Monarchy, 
to make fuch arrangements as would not permit him to fupport that 
dignity. His Royal Highncfs muft draw the fame inference; and 
every man in his clofet reafoning upon the fubjeft, would and muft 
necclfarily draw the fame conelufion. At the expiration of the nine 
years of retirement, where would be the difference of fituatkui of 
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the Prince, as relative to the Monarchy ? If he could not fuppoit 
the becoming dignity as propofcd during the nine years, at the ex¬ 
piration of that term he flood exactly in the fame relative fltuation 
to the country as he now did, and according to this principle, all he 
received above the prefent propofed income would be a lavifh wafte 
of die public money. If, on the contrary, fuch arrangements were 
made, as would difincumber his Royal Highnefs, he could take 
upon him to fay, that from the difpofition of his Highnefs, all mat¬ 
ters might in future proceed to the fatisfa&ion of the nation. He 
condemned the bill, as bearing the appearance of driving his Royal 
Highnefs into retirement, and not even leaving him the grace of 
the meafurc. 

Lord THURLOW then took a view of the bill, and complained 
that die Prince had been very hardly dealt by. He complained that 
the Prince had been very grofsly libelled in pamphlets, and whoever 
the authors were, whether pcnlioners or nor, or whomfoever they 
intended to flatter, he was fure that Minifters would prove that they 
had given no countenance to their calumnies by bringing them to 
condign punifhment. He believed that the 5,oool. a year had 
been thought to be applicable to the difpofition of her Royal High¬ 
nefs ; this was nonfcnfical, for it would not pay her fervants, the 
cxpcnces of the eftablifliment muft be nobly borne bet\s ecu them. 
He was of opinion, that dignity was not to* be entirely fupported by 
external fplendour ; but yet he thought that a certain degree of out¬ 
ward grandeur was necelfary for an elevated chara&cr; if not, it 
might as'well be faid, that inflead of coming in a ftate carriage. 
His Majcfly might come to that Houfe in a frieze oat. His Lord- 
Ihip was alfo of opinion tliat the choice of the Commiflioners fhouid 
Have been left to his Royal Highnefs. He would not oppofe this 
bill now’, bccaufc he knew that would be of no avail at prefent; 
but he profefled his perfuafiun that the bill muft be hereafter 
a nended. 

The Duke of CLARENCE faid, that he would not propofc 
any amendment, bccaufc be was confcious that if any amendment 
ihould*bc adopted the bill itfelf would be defeated. He at the fame 
time perfe&ly agreed with the noble and learned Lord, with refpe& 
to what he had faid on the fubjeft of the Commiflioners. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he wifhed only to advert to one point, 
which had fallen from the noble and learned Lord. He feemed to 
think that he had made an effort of candour, when he fuppofed that 
a libellous attack on the Prince had not proceeded from a perfon in 
tiie pay of Minifters. On this fubjeft the noble Lord had the ad¬ 
vantage of him 3 he was too much engaged vyith other avocations 
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to attend to all the libellous trafli which iflued from a lifcfcntiotis 
prefs. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he had been forty to hear 
any thing like'criminality imputed to the Prince in thecourfe of the 
prefent difeuffion. It was not to be fuppofed, nor was it to be de- 
fired, that a Prince (hould count pounds, (hillings, and pence. 
Tafte, liberality, and munificence might lead him into a conduit* 
which might bear the appearance of extravagance. In his filiation 
expence courted him ; all who had any fpccics of exhibition took an 
opportunity to fubmit it to his attention, and to court his patronage. 
The cenfure on the debts , of the Prince he aferibed not to any defi¬ 
ciency of loyalty, but, on the contrary, to the extreme intcreft 
which the people took in all his tranf.ictions as a public character. 

. A private man in his actions might pafs unnoticed, bccaufc they ex¬ 
tended in their confequence only to himfelf; but not fo wirh public 
characters. Thofc who flood in the exalted ranks of life, muft 
move in their conduit by other rules than thofe in the lefler fpheres. 
Jf extravagance, or rather want of economy, was to be the con- 
fcqucnce, it was excufable, fincc their very virtues might be turned 
againft them; tafte, liberality, generofity, benevolence, &c. were 
but fo many incitements to error ; and the more they poflefled the 
above virtues, the more were they likely to alt with incaution. The 
regulations, therefore, which prevented fuch incautious cxccflcs, 
were not directed againft’ the Prince—they were guards which fur- 
rounded him, and prevented him from being liable to incroachments 
fuch as he had reprefented. In fuch regulations the honour of the 
chara&er felt no wound. His Lordfhip next defended the appoint¬ 
ment of the Commiflioncrs, who were felected fiom high official 
fituations; and converfant in bufinefs. In the manner in which 
thefe were appointed and the debts arranged, the Houle had {hewn 
how much they peculiarly confidercd the fubjdt as connected with 
thcmfclvcs. It was a matter of great delicacy to put any confidential 
fervant of the Prince in fuch a fituation. It mght be ncceflary to 
afk many queftions in the adjuftnvnt of the debts, which a friend 
to the Prince would not like to do. Such a fituation he thought 
beft avoided, and the prefent appointment was fuch as muft afford 
fatisfaltion. He had been adopted without any regard to perfonal 
gonfiderations, and merely from the fituations which the Commif- 
fioners held in an official capacity. 

The bill was then reported without any amendments, and or¬ 
dered tp be read a third time to-morrow. 
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Friday, 26th June. 

The Royal affent was given by commifllon to eighteen pubjic 
bills, and one private: among the former were a bill for granting 
to His Majefty a certain .fum out of the confolidated fund for the 
expraordinaries of the current year.; a bill for more effectually man¬ 
ning the Navy, Inland Navigation Bill, &c. 

The bill to empower His Majefty to provide an eftablifhment for 
the Prince of Wales, &c. was read a third time and palled. 

Saturday , 2 "Jth june. 

This day His Majefty came to the Houfe of Peers, and being in 
his Royal robes fcated on the Throne with the ufual folcmnity. Sir 
Francis Molyneux, Gentleman Ufher of the Black Rod, was fent 
with a meffage from His Majefty to the Houfe of Commons, com¬ 
manding their attendance in the Houfe of Peers. The Commons 
being come thither accordingly. His Majefty was pleafed to make a 
moll gracious fpeech. (For a copy of which, fee the proceedings of 
die Commons of the fame date.) 

After which, the Lord Chancellor, by His Majefty’s command, 
faid: 

* 

“ My Lords and Gentlemen , 

“ It is His Majcfty's Royal will and plcaftire, that this Parlia- 
'• ment be prorogued to Wednefday, the fifth day of Auguft next, to 
be then here holden; and this Parliament is 'accordingly prorogued 
to Wednefday, the fifth day of Auguft next,” 
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